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THIRTY-FIFTH CONGRESS. 
SECOND SESSION. 





IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, December 6, 1858. 


The first Monday of December being the day 
fixed by the Constitution for the annual meeting 
of Congress, the Senate assembled in its Cham- 
ber at the Capitol, in the City of Washington, at 
twelve o’clock, m. 

The VICE PRESIDENT (Hon. Jonn C. 
BrecxinripGe) called the Senate to order. 

Prayer*by the Rev. P. D. Gurtey, D. D. 

The following Senators were present. From 
the State of 

Maine—Hon. Hannibal Hamlin and Hon. 
William Pitt Fessenden. 

New Hampshire—Hon. John P. Hale and Hon. 
Daniel Clark. 


Vermont—Hon. Solomon Foot and Hon. Ja- || , : ee Pe 
|| Representatives, soon afterwards appeared, and 


cob Collamer. 

Massachusetts—Hon. Henry Wilson. 

Rhode Island—Hon. Philip Allen and Hon. 
James F. Simmons. 

Connecticut—Hon. La Fayette S. Foster and 
Hon. James Dixon. 

New York—Hon. William H. Seward and 
Hon. Preston Kine. 


New Jersey—Hon. John R. Thomson and Hon. 
William Wright. 


Pennsylvania—Hon. William Bigler and Hon. | 


Simon Cameron. 


Anthony Kennedy. 

Virginia— Hon. James M. Mason and Hon. 
Robert M. T. Hunter. 

North Carolina—Hon. David S. Ried. 

South Carolina—Hon. James H. Hammond. 

Georgia—Hon. Alfred Iverson. 

labama—Hon. Clement C. Clay, jr.,and Hon. 
Benjamin Fitzpatrick. 

Mississippi—Hon. Albert G. Brown and Hon. 
Jefferson Davis. 

Louisiana—Hon. John Slidell. 

Tennessee—Hon. John Bell. 

Kentucky—Hon. John B. Thompson. 

Missouri—Hon. James*S. Green and Hon. 
Trustep Polk. 

Ohio—Hion. Benjamin F. Wade. 

Indiana—Hon. Jesse D. Bright and Hon. Gra- 
ham N. Fitch. 

Michigan—Hon. Charles E. Stuart and Hon. 
Zachariah Chandler. 

Illinois—Hon. Lyman Trumbull. 

Wisconsin— Hon. Charles Durkee and Hon. 
James R. Doolittle. 

Iowa—Hon. George W. Jones and Hon. James 
Harlan. ° 


Minnesota—Hon. James Shields and 
Henry M. Rice. 


California—Hon. William M. Gwin and Hon. | 


David C. Broderick. ; 
The following Senators were absent: 
Hon. Charles Sumner, of Massachusetts; 
Hon. Judah P. Benjamin, of Louisiana; 
Hon. 8. R. Mallory, of Florida; 
Hon. Sam Houston, of Texas; 
Hon. Stephen A. Douglas, of Tilinois; 
Hon. James A. Bayard, of Delaware; 
Hon. Andrew Johnson, of Tennessee; 
Hon. Robert W. Johnson, of Arkansas; 
Hon. David L. Yulee, of Florida; 


1 


Lion. | 





Hon. George E. Pugh, of Ohio: 

Hon. Robert Toombs, of Georgia; 

Hon. John J. Crittenden, of Kentucky: and 
Hon. William K. Sebastian, of Arkansas. 


- NEW SENATORS. 
Hon. Martin W. Bares, chosen by the Le- 


gislature of Delaware a Senator from that State, 
to filla vacancy occasioned by the death of Hon. 


| John M. Clayton, for the term ending on the 3d 
| of March, 1859, took his seat after the oath pre- 
| scribed by law had been administered to him. 


Mr. REID presented the credentials of Hon. 


| Tuomas L. Cuineman, chosen by the Legislature 


of North Carolina a Senator from that State, to 


| fill the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of 


Hon. Asa Biggs, for the term ending on the 3d of 


| March, 1861; which were read, and the oath pre- 


scribed by law having been administered to Mr. 
Cuineman, he took his seat in the Senate. 
Mr. CLAY presented the credentials of Hon. 


| Marruias Warp, appointed by the Executive of 


and that the Senate is ready to proceed to business. 


Texas, to fill, until the next meeting of the Legis- 
lature, the vacancy occasioned by the death of 
the Hon. James Pinckney Henderson; which 
were read. ‘The oath pre scribed by law having 


| been administered to Mr. Warp, he took his seat 


in the Senate. 
NOTIFICATION OF ORGANIZATION. 
On motion of Mr. GWIN, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary inform the House of Rep 


resentatives that a quorum of the Senate has assembled, 


Mr. James C. Atuten, Clerk of the House of 


delivered the following message: 

Mr. Presipenr: I am directed by the House of Repre 
resentauves to inform the Senate that a quoruin of the 
House of Representatives have answered to their names, 
and are ready to proceed to business; also, to inform ‘the 
Senate that the House has appointed a committee to wait 
on the President of the United States, and iviorm him of 
that fact. The committee on the part of the [louse con 
sists of Messrs. Tomas B. Firorence, of Pennsylvania, 
Joun SHERMAN, Of Ohio, and Lucius J. Garrrewi, of 
Georgia. 


Mr. ALLEN offered the following resolution; 


| which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
Maryland—Hon. James A. Pearce and Hon. | 





agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee, consisting of three mem 
bers, be appointed to join such committee as may be ap 
pointed by the House of Representatives to wait on the 


| President of the United States, and inform him thata quo 
|} rum of each Tlouse lias assembled, and that Congress Is 


ready to receive any communicavion be may be pleased to 


| make. 


The VICE PRESIDENT apnointed Messrs. 
ALLEN, SiLipeEx, and Foor, the committee on the 
part of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed to wait on the President of the United 
States, and notify him of the organization of the 
two Houses, and their readiness to receive any 
communication he might be pleased to make, re- 
ported that they had performed the duty assigned 
to them, and received for answer that the Presi- 
dent would communicate with the two Houses in 
wriling. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 


Ordered, That the daily hour of meeting of the Senate 
be twelve o’clock, m., until otherwise ordered. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. GWIN. I wish to make an inquiry on a 
point of order. A motion was made by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Cuarx,] during 
the last session, to reconsider the vote postpon- 
ing, until the first Monday of December, the bill 
authorizing the construction of a Pacific railroad: 
and I wish to know whether that motion to re- 
consider, which stands on the Calendar, did not 
die with the last session, and whether that bill 
does not now come up in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- 
formed that at the close of the last session a res- 
olution was passed, continuing all pending busi- 
ness over to this session. The motion to which 


the Senator from California refers, was a motion |! 


to reconsider a vote by which the Senate post- 
poned a particular bill until to-day, and that time 
has arrived, 

Mr. GWIN. Then it is in order to call up that 
bill, it having been postponed until to-day. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
so. 
Mr. GWIN. As we shall receive the Presi- 
dent’s message presently, | shall not now press 
this subject; but I give notice that [ shall call up 
that bill to-morrow. 


THE AMISTAD CASE. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, there is a bill 
upon the Calendar (S. No. 114) entitled ** A bill 
to indémnify the master and owners of the Span- 
ish schooner Amistad and her cargo.”? It was 
reported from the Committee on Foreigft Rela- 
tions at the last session, and L ask that it may be 
taken up and made the special order of the day 
for next Monday. It is a bill apparently of a pri- 
vate character, but in truth it is a bill founded 
upon a claim made by the Government of Spain, 
upon this Government, and therefore, in my com- 
prehension, not properly of the character of a pri- 
vate claim. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Before putting that question, 
I desire to know whether the special orders of the 
last session will not have the preference over any 
special orders that may be made now? With the 
understanding that the Calendar will remain in 
the order in which it stood at the last session, I 
have no objection to this bill taking its place asa 
special order; otherwise | must object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The undisposed 
of special orders of the last session remain on the 
Calendar as they stood at the adjournment. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to ask the honorable 
Senator from Virginia if he will not consent to 
modify his motion so as to set that subject for 
consideration on Tuesday of next week? On 
Monday I expect to be engaged in some other 
matters, which will prevent me from attending to 
this subject, if it shall then come up. 

Mr. SLIDELL. As | understand the decision 
of the Chair, although a special order may be 
made in relation to the business suggested by the 
Senator from Virginia, the prior special orders 
will take precedence of that order, unless the Sen- 
ate choose then to act upon this out of its order. 
Is not that the case? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will call 
the special orders in their order. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Then I have no objection. 

Mr. MASON. I am aware that the business 
of the Senate continues from session to session of 
each Congress, and of course the special orders 
do, as a part of the business of the Senate. My 
object in asking that this bill may be made the 
special order for Monday next, 1s more to give 
notice to the Senate that I shall ask leave then ta 
eall up that bill. IT yield, of course, to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from New York that it be 
made the special order for Tuesday, instead of 
Monday. Being up, I will say to the Senate that 
it seems to me, as a matter of comity between 
Governments, this claim should be considered and 
finally passed upon. It has passed the Senate 
several times, but has not passed the House. I 
do not know, but my impr:ssion is, that it has 
occasionally passed the House, and not been 
reached in the Senate; but, be that as it may, I 
desire to have the subject voted upon as one af- 
fecting the honor and faith of the country. I ex- 


| pect, therefore, to be prepared to give my views 


| day shall be ready. 


on the subject, if no other special urder for Tues- 
It really ought to have pre- 
cedence, and I hope the Senate will indulge me 


| then in zalling up the bill. 


| cial orders by my own act. 


Mr. SEWARD. I did not intend to assent that 
this bill should have precedence over other spe- 
On the other hand, 
I do not regard the bill as a meritorious one, and 
I see no reason why it ought to be pressed in 
preference to other business. If other Senators 
differ from me, they can have it talen up on Mon- 
day next; but, at the same time, I suggest to the 
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vate cla tand V d 
once been a mooted question before t Se 
whether a bill represet 3a] ‘ 1 or do 
not. Now, the character of this bill, Lm t 
1s known to most of the Senators pt 
ably to all, It is al foun 1 i 
nade by the Government of Spain upen the Gov 
ernment of the United States, alleged by 
to be due to that Government in two. 
under the law of nations; and s maiyv, un ri 
existing treaty with Spain. ‘Lhe claim has 
earnestly preferred by the Government of 5; 
and nas been over at | over again pres ed un 
the consideration of Congress by suce ive Pre 
dents as a claim du from this ¢ intry to 
Crovernmentof Spain. W1 he. ney is} 
the character orth demand mw that il Willi go 
into the hands of Spanish su ts, and notin 
the treasury of S min: but yveltiti ciaim mad 
by the ene Government upon the othe: 
“I wis) t} no rave ena from Mai 
understand that l am not making this propo 


at any suggestion other than my own, from a per- 


icct knowledge 


It has been the subject of negotiation between t 


A 


two Governments for many years: but the Ex- 


ecutive of the United States cannot pay it; it car 
do no more than recognize i isuice, and recom- 
mend its payment to Cong: . Whether yor 
call it a private claim, or no, | will not contend 
but I differ altogether from that honorable Sena 
tor that there is noth to dist uish this from 


an ordinary 
properly, 


Executive of this country asa just and valid on 


and the payment of it recommended to Congress. 
dent, there has 
been, as 1 understand, no such recognition on the 
part of our Government of that claim as places it 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. Presi 


in the attitude of a necessity to procure an appre 


” lation, from Congress to meet an admitted claim. 
suppose individuals connected with the Gov- 
ernment may have their opinions on the subject. 


Opinions vary. 
‘Mr. MASON, Ik has been admitted 
Executive over and over again. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Very w 


a claim; he can 


private ciaim. Iti a claim, or, more 
a demand, made by a foreign Powe 
upon this country, recognized by more than one 


; that may be; 
but the Executive, as an Executive, cannotadmit 
only express an opinion, and 


0 is Var nd know very well that we 
i ot I abit of all hi ymuecn 
‘ ta E on 
‘ t ‘ r. \ j 
i of cing at for my- 
1 Whoever they may come, without much 
diy ial, but more in reference 
(its foundation. Why, sir, this 
nothing in the world but a private claim of in- 
ils, made thy 1. Government it has 
| no di t Iam aware of. W 
thi 1 l ) t i J@ 
differ respecting it. ‘There are others, per- 
nA , in tl same condition. ‘There are cert unly 
te claims much older, the justice of which 
is admitted by a very much larger number of 
! That matter v ng tionably occasion 
ra d te. If itis made a special 
{ the iu of private claims on another 
day, it must take up very considerable 
me that in t is Short 8st ion ought to. be devo- 
ito public business, necessarily, if we would 
compiete the Live 3; which we have before us 
irom t lastsession. 1] have no desire to post- 
pone it; | have no wish to delay ita single hour, 
when we reach itin its proper course; but 1am 
ve precead nee to it. Although,as 
the honorable Senator has said, there has been 
) very particular definition of what a private 
clai , | take it for granted that a claim of in- 
div iais 1 t] Grovernment—neither a State 
nor body, but of sing!e individuals—must come 
cory of a private claim, whatever 
| retort ,as | said before, without 
{ rd pine i inthee d tion 
ry g { 1, | ype t m 
will not be given to this particular 
re is nothing in reality init which 
»usa pec ir necessity for immediate 
overmany oth sofe rtainly « jual merit, 
ly many others about which there is 
! like the differ nce of of inion Which exists 
up this, as is very well known. 
‘) SEWARD. I wish to ask the President 
to state what the position so eee re is. 
Phe VICE PRESIDE It is number sixty- 
one upon the general orders. 
Mr. HALE. Preteded but by ten bills. 
| Secretary proceeded toc ll the roll. 
Mr. COLLAMER. Lhave paired off with the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr.Snipev.,|] who has 


one to the President as a member of a commit- 








The result was then announced—yeas 24, nays 
19; as follow 
YEAS I s | right, Brown, Clay 
Clinginan, Davis, Fitch, | Green, Gwin, Ham 
mo Ive "7 Iason, P : Pol 
Reid, I Shi Stu 1 of New Jersey, and 
\\ i 
NAY Ml ! *k, ( yeron. Chandler, Clark 
Dix D Du bs den, Foot, Fo r, | 
Live , Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Tr 
W vi Wilsor 
» the motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
’ } . ' #1 
made tl ial order for Tuesday, the 14th 
instant, at one o'clock. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 
Mr. STUART. At the last session there was 
1. "b Vy aa » House of Representatives, an act 
donating public lands to the States and Territo- 
ries, to provide colleges for the promotion of ag- 
riculture and the mechanic arts. That bill was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
reported back favorably; and it stands now as 
part of the business of the Senate. I shall not 
ask the Senate to make it a special order, nor do 
I design to state any particular day when I shall 
ask the Senate to take it up and pass it; but I 
simply desire . ere now ce that, as soon as the 
Senate shall be full, I shall ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the coaieke ration of that bill, and in the 
hope that we may be able to get a decisive vote 
upon itata very early day. 
PETITION. 

Mr. JONES presented the petition of E. B. 
Boutwell, a commander in the Navy, praying 
compensation for certain extra services, while in 
command of the United States steamer Colonel 
Harney and the United States ship John Adams; 
which was ordered to lie on the table until the 
committees shall have been appointed; when, he 


intimated, he should move its reference to the | 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


message, which was read by the Clerk. 
message, see the Appendix.) 


| for our relief at the most critical periods of our history. 





December 6, 


THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 
Mr. J. B. Tienry. P rivate Secre tary of the Pres- 


ident of the United States appeared at the bar 


pI 
nd announced: 


Mr. President, Iam directed by the President 


of the United States to deliver to the Senate a 
message 1n writing. 


The communication was the President’s annual 
[ For th 


Ir. BIGLER. I offer the following orders: 


Ordered, That the message and accompanying documents 


, 
be printed. 


Ordered, That twenty thousand additional copies of the 


message and accompanying documents be print d fcr the 
use of the Senate. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it has become the 


custom, acustom which has been introduced with- 
ina few years past , for gentlemen in the Senate to 
express their sentiments upon the message on this 


motion. I think’ that was the case two or three 
years since, when, on a similar occa ‘sion, ee 
were promulgat ed in regard to our foreign policy 
parucularly with reference to Central ‘American 
affairs. A distinguished Senator from Delaware, 
notnow living, (Mr. Clayton,) and I think sev 
ral other Senators, availed themselves of that occa- 
sion to express their sentiments on those topics 
Now, sir, if the President, in this message, had 
ifined himself to what I believe to be his consti- 
tutional prerogative, thatis, ** from time to time to 
rive to the Congress information of the state of 
the Union, and recommend to their consideration 

ich measures as he shail judge neeessary and 
expedient,’’ let the character of those measures 
be what it might, I should not have felt called 
upon tosay an ythi ng on this occasion; but I think 
the President has abuse d his constitutional pre- 
rogative, and gone out of the way to interpolate 
a statement of transactions that have long since 
transpired, and that have nothing to do with any 
recommendation which he has seen fit to make, 
and which statement, inmy humble judgment, is 
not consistent with the truth of history; and, as 
an humble individual, I will not permit it to go 
to the country unchallenged. 

It gives me, however, great pleasure on this oc- 
casion to say, that I cordially, entirely, he artily, 
and enthusiastically agree with the President in 
his first sentence, and that is this: 

** When we compare the condition of the country at the 
present day with what it Was one year ago at the meeting 
we have much reason for gratitude to that 
Pr ovidence which has never failed to interpose 


% 








To that, sir, I most cordially assent; and I 
sh vuld have felt that the President had been dere- 
lict in those obligations of piety which he is so 
fond of displaying in his messages, if he had failed 
to take notice of the ver Lt happy change which 
has taken place, and which, in its occurrence, has 
been especially manifested in his own State. I 
think he has seen the teachings of Providence 
brought to his own door in such a manner that 


he cannot fail to contrast with the condition of 


things that existed a year ago their present con- 
dition in his own State and his own county and 
his own city. I commend him for his ‘* grati- 
tude;”’c arrying out the excellent history of that 
good man, of whom it is said: 


** Job feels the rod ' 
Yet blesses God.’ 


I cannot fail to commend the call which he 


makes upon us for gratitude at the very different 


condition which the country presents now from 
what it did a year ago. I agree with the Presi- 
dent heartily in that, and I am not certain that | 
shall not consent to the printing of a large number 
of copies of the message, so that the country may 
see how the President feels under this administra- 
tion of Providence, as well as of himself. 

I am also gratified at the exhibit which the 
President ma ke s of our foreign affairs generally. 
True, he says there is alittle difficulty with Spain, 
and some with Great Britain; but with all the rest 
of the world we are happily at peace. I did ex- 
pect, sir, that when the President came to com- 
ment upon our foreign relations he would conde- 
scend to inform us what alarming emergency eXx- 
isted in reference to our diplomatic relations with 
Austria, that rendered it so imperiously neces- 


| sary, immediately succeeding the saat Minister 


election, to make a new a »pointment of Minister 


to that country; and I waited with a good deal of 
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impatience to find out; but it seems that there 
jas been nothing there; Austria has been peace- 

ble, whilst some other nations have not done 
everything they should do; there is nocomplaint 
of Austria. It seems to me that the President, 
by his utter silence in regard to what induced him 
to act with such hot haste in reference to Austria, 
leaves afair inference that it was the change of 
affairs here instead of in Austria that caused this 
prompt and energetic administration of the exec- 
utive functions, in sending a Minister to that coun- 
try. Well, sir, | sympathize with the President 
in regard to that matter. Iadmire the ready zeal 
with which he stood hovering round the battle- 
field of old Berks, catching up the wounded. | 
had read, and the civilized world had read of, and 
admired the heroism, with which that noble 
maiden from England, Florence Nightingale, had 
vone to the Crimean war, and seized upon the 
wounded, and with the plastic hand of woman’s 
affection, done what she could to relieve their 
miseries and agonies. But, sir, we have a Flor- 
ence Nightingale that shall divide the admiration 
of the world, that has stood around the battle- 
field, caught up the wounded, and hurried them 
away to the hospitals of Austria to be nursed; 
and he has not even let them stay upon the field 
of their conflict to be met by the reproaches of 
those who might exult over their fate. I leave 
that, however. I concur with the President on 
these two points. 

But | ask the country and the Senate—those of 
them who feel interested in it—to say why, if the 
President thinks the country is at peace and 
ought to be—why, if he desires peace, he has 
dragged up this whole Kansas history and given 
his version of it, when he knew that the version 
which he gave of it was not whata very large 
majority of the people of a majority of these 
States think and believe to be the truth? The 
President has undertaken, too, to give a judicial 
exposition of what the Supreme Court has de- 
cided. He says that court has decided “ that all 
American citizens have an equal right to take into 
the Territories whatever is held as property under 
the laws of any of the States, and to hold such 
property there under the guardianship of the Fed- 
eral Constitution so long as the territorial condi- 
tion shall remain.’’ I do not know but that the 
Supreme Court of the United States may thus 
decide when such a question shall be presented; 
but it is news to me that they have decided it. | 
have seen nothing of that sort. The decision to 
which the President refers is obnoxious to cen- 
sure enough in my humble judgment, but I think 
no member of that court will ever say they have 
made such a decision as the President asserts. 
Let me say here, once for all—for } had hoped 
we were done with the Dred Scott decision—that 
I can tell the President, and whoever sees fit to 
bring that decision before the Congress of the 
American people, and to challenge for it the re- 
spect which is due to a solemnly adjudicated de- 
eision of that high tribunal, that whenever they 
do it, instead of commanding’or eliciting respect 
for the decision, they will only lessen the hold 
which the tribunal making it has upon the public 
confidence and the respect of the community. 
Such I believe to be the opinion of a very large 
majority of the people of that portion of the coun- 
try in which I reside. It is asentiment to which 
Iam pledged; and I never fail, whenever I have 
occasion to speak of it before my own constitu- 
ents, or anybody else who does me the honor to 
listen to me, to denounce it as a decision which 
is not entitled to the respect or the confidence of 
the Republic, and one which will not command 
the assent of the American people. ‘The Presi- 
dent may bring it in as often as he pleases, and 
make as many asseverations concerning it as he 
chooses, but he will utterly fail to bring it into 
such a position as to command the respect of the 
people. 

There is another matter. The President says: 

“It was the resistance to rightful authority and the per- 
severing attempts to establish a revolutionary government 
under the Topeka constitution, which caused the people of 
Kansas to commit the grave error of refusing to vote for 
delegates to the convention to frame a constitution, under 
a law not denied to be fair and just in its provisions. This 


refusal to vote has been the prolific source of all the evils 
which have followed.” 


Now, sir, does not the President of the United 
States know that the refusal to vote on the part 


of these people, was not what he says it was; but | 


this very rubject of slavery. 


itwas because they had no apnortunity if they did 
vote, to have their votes fairly counted? Does 
the President undertake to say that the refusal of 
these men to vote was a resistance to rightful au- 
thority? henever there 
was anythin r appro ching a fair opportunity for 
the people of that Territory to vote, they did so? 
Why, they improved the firstopportunity 
the result of the first attempt of that people, when 
it could be faixgly exercised, was a rebuke of him 
and of all his measures. And yet he undertakes 
to arraign the people who refused to vote, as being 
guilty of resistance to the Government! Well, 
now, sir, it is very hard; ifthe people refuse to 
vote, it is rebellion in one place; and if they do 
vote, unless they vote as he sees fitto think they 
ought to vote, they are submitted to a rebuke and 
a reproach for it. No, sir, it is utterly futile in 
the President, and will be and must be so forever, 
to undertake to throw the reproach of that state 
of things which for so longa time existed in Kan- 
sas, upon the party there that contended from the 
first to the last simply for the right of suffrage, 
and who, the moment they got the opportunity, 
exercised it to overthrow him and all his officers 
he had sent there. 

The President says if they had voted, and Con- 
cress had admitted Kansas, everything would 
have been settled, and ‘* popular sovereignty 
would thus have been vindicated.’’ ; 
tion of what he terms popular sovereignty in Kan- 
sas, the President seems to confound a right 
which I have never heard denied, and which never 
has been practically denied in this country— 
that is the right of the people, when they form a 
State constitution, to come into the Union with 
just exactly such a constitution as they see fit to 
form—with the system of measures which he was 
undertaking to force upon the people of Kansas. 

The President again, in his message, under- 
takes to reiterate what, 1 venture to say if he does 
not know is not true, everybody else does, and 
that is, that the great question of the right to in- 
troduce slavery into the Territory was, as he says, 
fairly submitted to that people; and because those 
men refused to vote when it was thus fairly sub- 
mitted to them, they were guilty of the crime of 
treason, or of opposition to the Government— 
treason, I think it has been called on many occa- 


sions! 


Does he not know that v 


\V 


sand 


On this ques- 


Now, sir, it is too late in the day to make any 
such assertion, because the facts are too palpable 
for anybody to contend before this country that 
the people of Kansas ever had, under the sub- 
mission of the Lecompton constitution, the right 
to vote for oragainst slavery. Everybody knows 
it. Upon the very face of the constitution, when 
the form of a submission was gone through with, 
it was so palpable that it could not be contended. 
No man could have gone and voted for or against 
that constitution, in the manner in which it was 
submitted, without voting for the introduction 
and the perpetuity of slavery; and the President, 
if he does not, ought to know that fact. 

Sir, a great many of usare constantly and con- 
tinually reproached with an attempt to agitate 
and to introduce these agitating questions into the 
discussions of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives. We are represented as men who are 
continually standing in the way of peace and we 
are denounced continualiy as agitators. Sir, what 
have we seen here at this very session, at this 


very first meeting of Congress to-day? ‘The very 


first thing that was asked to be taken up out of 


its ordinary course, was a question relating to 

It was not asked 
by an anti-slavery man; it was not asked by one 
of those whom the President would denounce as 
enemies to the Constitution; but it was asked 


| that Congress, at the very commencement of this 


session, should take up a bill which presents the 


| slavery question in the most offensive form that 


it has ever been presented in to the American 
Senate or to the American Congress. We have 
been asked, and we have agreed to do it to-day, 
by a vote, to pass by all the other claims, public 
and private—the French spoliation claims, which 
have been waiting for justice at your doors, held 
by your own citizens, for more than half a cen- 
tury, are postponed—that you may take up out 
of its order a bill which proposes to pay men for 
slaves as they are called, whom the Supreme 
Court of your own country have decided were not 
slaves, but were held against law and against 
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| reading I have been able to give it, he 
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right by the hand of force. They were liberated 
by the action of the Executive under the decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States; and 
yet a bill to pay persons for illegally and violently 
holding those men, is the only one that is deemed 
worthy of the action of the American Congress 
at its first sitting, so far as to take it up outof its 

der. ‘There is nothing of agitation, L suppos 
in all this. 

As | heard the President’s message read, | 
thought some light flashed upon my mind in re- 
gard to that motion; for the President, after going 
on to recommend the acquisition of Cuba for the 
very pious purpose of abolishing the slave trade— 
that is all he wants it for—comes to the Amistad 
case, and says if we pass that bill, he thinks it 
will have a favorable influence on our negotiations 
with Spain; that Is, we can put them in good 
temper by paying them for the illegal seizure and 
holding of mer that our courts have decided 
were illegally held. If we put our hands into the 
I‘ederal ‘Treasury, and violate our conscience by 
paying these men for illegally and unlawfully 
holding those Africans, it will pat the Spahish 
Government in such good humor that they will 
be more likely to listen favorably to our proposi- 
tion for purchasing Cuba. Lam opposed to the 
Amistad bill, from beginning to end, all the way 
through, and the more opposed to it when the 
President tells us what he wants it passed for. 

It is no pleasure to me, sir, to be obliged to 
make these comments. ‘They are made ina very 
imperfect and desultory manner; but | think a 
‘ustom has grown up here which deserves to be 
rebuked. IL allude to the President undertaking, 
under the privilege which is conferred upon him 
by the Constitution to recommend such measures 
as he may deem proper and to give information 
of the state of the Union generally, to give a per- 
verted, one-sided, and unfair history of the pre- 
vious acts of this Government in regard to a mat- 
ter which: has already passed, and upon which, 
as I understdnd the message, from the imperfect 


ot ’ 


recom- 
eat the present time. ‘There is 
nothing that he recommends us todo in regard to 
Kansas. Ile says it is ail very well there; not 
quite so weil however as it would have been if 
you had let him have his way; but still it is so 
well that he recommends no measure to be taken 
inregard toitatall. Why, then, the necessity of 
devoting two columns ofthis very long message to 
a recitation of transactions which have long since 
passed; a recitation given ina manner and in a 
spirit which he knows could not, even in its reci- 
tals of fact, to say nothing of the deductions and 
conclusions he draws from it, command the as- 
sent of a very large portion of the American peo- 
ple. Sir, if the President wants peace, and if 
those with whom he labors want peace, why does 
he not begin himsclf; and why does he, in this 
manner, at the very outset of this session of Con- 
Pres hrow this question before us and challenge 
us either to speak out, or to be silent and submit 
to the imputations which he would make, and the 
misstatements of fact with which, in nty hum- 
ble judgment, the message abounds upon this 
matter?. If he wants peace, why does he do that, 
and then put us in the alternative of cither by 
silence admitting that they are true, or else pro- 
testing that they are not truce, and thereby sub- 
jecting ourselves to the charge of being agita- 
tors? 

[ have no particular objection to as, many of 
the message and documents being printed as you 
please, though I am not willing to vote for it my- 
self. Lam willing to have it printed; but I shall 
not vote for printing any extraordinary number 


mends no measur 
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| of the message, because | desire not only by what 


I say, but what I do, to withhold any expression 


| of approval from the message as it has been sub- 


mitted tous. There are very many other things 


| in this message on which I would comment, but 


1 do not wish at this time to weary the patience 
of the Senate, and I leave it as it is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The present con- 
sideration of this motion requires unanimous con- 
sent; but if it be the pleasure of the Senate, the 
Chair will put the question. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Does the motion include 
all the documents which accompany the message ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair under- 
stood it so. 


Mr.GWIN. The latter portion of it—that in 
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regard to extra numbers—goes to the Committee 
on Printing, I suppose, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think that should go to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The whole of it 
goes to the Committee on Printing under the rule, 
and it was therefore stated that it required unani- 
mous consent to consider the proposition now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think it had better go 
to the Committee on Printing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
one is appointed, 

Mr. BIGLER. I suggest that the first clause 
of the order be adopted, for printing the ordinary 
number. If itis desired, the other can lie over. 
[sé No objection.’’ 

The first portion of the order was agreed to, as 
follows: . 

Ordered, That the message and accompanying documents 
be printed. 


There ia no such 


Then we can wait until 


FINANCE REPORT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a communication from the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, transmitting his annual report on the 
state of the finances. 

Mr. HIUNTER. I move that it be printed, to- 
gether with the usual number of extra copies. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What is the usual num- 
ber of extra copies? 

Mr. HUNTER. I forget. 
the old form, whatever it is. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the 
journed. 


Let us adhere to 


Senate ad- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 6, 1858. 

The members of the House of Representatives 
of the Thirty-Fifth Congress assentbled in their 
Hall this morning, to pursuance of constitutional 
provision. 

At twelve o’clock, m., the Speaker, Hon. Janes 
L. Orr, called the House to order. 

Prayer by Rev. D. Baur. 

The SPEAKER stated that the members would 
be called by States. 

They were so called; and the following mem- 
bers answered to their numes: 

MAINE. 

Join M. Wood, Freeman Il. Morse, 
Charles J. Giuman, 
Nehemiah Abbott, 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Mason W. Tappan, Aaron I. Cragin. 
VERMONT. 
Homer E. Roeyee. 


Israel Washburn, jr., 
Stephen C. Poster. 


FE. P. Walton, 
Justin 8. Morrill, 
MASSACHUSETTS, 
Daniel \W. Gooch, 
Chauncey L. Knapp, 
Eli Thayer, 
Calvin C. Chaffee, 
Henry L. Dawes. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
Nathaniel! B. Durfee, William D. Brayton. 
CONNECTICUT. 
William D. Bishop. 


Robert B. Hall, 
James Buflinton, 
Linus B. Comins, 
Anson Burlingame, 
‘Timotiry Davis, 


Ezra Clark, jr., 
Sidney Dean, 
NEW YORK. 
Henry Bennett, 
Henry C. Goodwin, 
Charies B. Hoard, 
Amos P. Granger, 
Edwin B. Morgan, 
Emory B. Pottle, 
John M. Parker, 
William H. Kelsey, 
Samuel G. Andrews, 
Judson W. Sherinan, 
Silas M. Burroughs, 
Tsrael T. Hatch, 
Reuben E. Fenton. 


NEW JERSEY. 
Isaiah D. Clawson, John Huyler, 
George R. Robbins, Jacob R. Wortendyke. 
Garnett B. Adrain, 


John A. Searing, 
George Taylor, 
William B. Maclay, 
John Cochrane, 
Horace F. Clark, 
John B. Haskin, 
Awbrose 8. Murray, 
William F. Russell, 
Abram B. Olin, 
Edward Dodd, 
George W. Palmer, 
Francis E. Spinner, 
Clark B, Cochrane, 
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PENNSYLVANIA. 
Allison White, 

Join A. Ahi, 

Wilson Reilly, 

John R. Edie, 

Jon Covode, 
William Montgomery, 
David Ritchie, 
Samuel A. Purviance, 
William Stewart, 
John Dick. 


Thomas B. Florence, 

Edward Joy Morris, 

James Landy, 

Owen Jones, 

John Hickman, 

Henry Chapman, 

Anthony E. Roberts, 

John C. Kunkel, 

William L. Dewart, 

Paul Leidy, 

Galusha A. Grow, 

DELAWARE. 

William G. Whiteley. 


MARYLAND. 

H. Winter Davis, 

Jacob M. Kunkel, 

Thomas F. Bowie. 
VIRGINIA. 
Muscoe R. H. Garnett, William Smith, 
John 3. Millson, Charles J. Faulkner, 
John 8. Caskie, Albert G. Jenkins, 
William O. Goode, Henry A. Edmundson, 
Thomas 8S. Bocock, George W. Hopkins. 
Paulus Powell, 

NORTIT CAROLINA. 

Altred M. Seales, 
Burton Craige. 


James A. Stewart, 
James B. Ricaud, 
J. Morrison Harris, 


Thomas Ruffin, 

Warren Winslow, 
Lawrence O'B. Branch, 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 

John MeQueen, Milledge L. Bonham, 
William P. Miles, James L. Orr, 
Lawrence M. Keitt, Wiliam W. Boyce. 
GEORGIA. 
Augustus R. Wright, 
James Jackson, 
Alexander H. Stephens. 
ALABAMA. 
James A. Stallworth, 
Eli 8. Shorter, 
James F. Dowdell, 
Sydenham Moore, 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Otho R. Singleton. 


Martin J. Crawford, 
tobert P. Trippe, 
Lucius J. Gartrell, 


George 8. Houston, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Jabez L. M. Curry. 


Lucius Q. C. Lamar, 

Reuben Davis, 
LOUISIANA. 

George Eustis, jr., John M. Sandidge. 


Thomas G. Davidson, 
OHIO. 


Valentine B. Horton, 
Samuel 5. Cox, 

John Sherman, 
Cydnor B. Tompkins, 
William Lawrence, 
Benjamin F. Leiter, 
Edward Wade, 
Joshua R. Giddings, 
John A. Bingham, 


George H. Pendleton, 
Wiliam 8. Groesbeck, 
Ciement L. Vailandigham, 
Matthias I. Nichols, 
Richard Mott, 
Joseph R. Cockerill, 
Aaron Harlan, 
Benjamin Stanton, 
Lawrence W. Hall, 
Joseph Miller, 
KENTUCKY. 
Humphrey Marshall, 
James B. Clay, 
John C. Mason, 
John W. Stevenson. 
TENNESSEE, 
George W. Jones, 
John V. Wright, 
Felix K. Zollicoffer, 
John D, C. Atkins. 


Henry C. Burnett, 
Warner L. Underwood, 
Albert G. Talbot, 
Joshua H. Jewett, 


Albert G. Watkins, 
Horace Maynard, 
Samuel A. Sinith, 
John H, Savage, 
Charles Ready, 
INDIANA. 
James M. Gregg, 
John G. Davis, 
James Wilson, 
Schuyler Colfax, 
Charies Case. 
ILLINOIS. 
Ellibu B. Washburne, Isaac N. Morris, 
Owen Lovejoy, Robert Smith, 
William Kellogg, Samuel 8. Marshall. 
MISSOURI. 
James Craig, 
John 8. Phelps, 
Samuel Caruthers. 


ARKANSAS, 
Alfred B. Greenwood, Edward A. Warren. 
MICHIGAN. 
William A. Howard, David S. Walbridge, 
fieury Waldron, De Witt C. Leach. 
FLORIDA. 
George 8S. Hawkins. 
TEXAS. 
Guy M. Bryan, 


William FE. Niblack, 
Willian H. English, 
James Hughes, 
James B. Foley, 
David Kilgore, 


Francis P. Blair, jr., 
Thomas L. Anderson, 
John B, Clark, 


John H. Reagan, 
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IOWA. 7 
Timothy Davis. 
WISCONSIN. 
Charles Billinghurst. 


Samuel R. Curtis, 


John F. Potter, 

Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
CALIFORNIA. 
Charies L. Scott. 
MINNESOTA. 

James M. Cavanaugh, William W. Phelps. 


OREGON, NEW MEXICO, 
Joseph Lane. Miguel A. Otero. 
UTAH. WASHINGTON, 


Isaac I. Stevens. 
NEBRASKA. 
Fenner Ferguson. 


John M. Bernhisel. 
KANSAS. 

Mareus J. Parrott. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Assury Dicins, tavir Secretary, notifying 
the House that a quorum of that body had as- 
sembled, and were ready to proceed with the 
business of the session. 

Mr. FLORENCE stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Puitiirs, was unavoidably absent from the 
Louse. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, moved that, until 
otterwise ordered, the daily hour of meeting be 
twelve o’clock, m. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. FLORENCE moved that a message be 
sent to the Senate, informing that body that a 
| quorum of the House of Representatives is as- 
| sembled, and ready to proceed with the business 
of the session. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FLORENCE also moved that a committee 
of three members be appointed by the Speaker, 
to join such commitize as. may be eppointed on 

the part of the Senate, to wait on the President of 

_ the United States, and inform him that a quorum 
of the two Houses is assembled, and ready to re- 

| ceive any communication he may be pleased to 
make. 

| ‘The motion was agreed to; and Messrs. Fior- 
ENCE, SHERMAN of Ohio, and GARTRELL, were 
| appointed such committee on the part of the 
_ House. 

| MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


| A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dickins, their Secretary, notifying the 
House that that body had appointed a committee, 
to join such committee as may be appointed by 
the House,to wait onthe President of the United 
States, and inform him that a quorum of the two 
Houses had assembled, and were ready to receive 
any communication he should choose to make. 


DRAWING FOR SEATS. 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 


understand that the message of the President is 
ready to be delivered as soon as the committee 
of the two Houses shall wait on him; and as there 
must, of necessity, be an interim, | move that it 
be occupied in drawing for seats. I therefore 
move the adoption of the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House, immediately after 
the passage of this resolution, place in a box the name of 
| each Member and Delegate of the House of Representatives, 
written on a separate slip of paper; that he then proceed, 
in the presence of the House, to draw from said box, one at 
a time, the said slips of paper, and as each is drawn he 
shall announce the yame of the Member or Delegate upon 
, it, who shall choose his seat for the present session : Pro- 
vided, That before said drawing shall commence, the 
| Speaker shall cause every seat to be vacated, and shall see 
| that every seat continues vacanc until it is selected under 
this order; and that every seat, after having been selected, 
shall be deemed to be vacant if left unoccupied before the 
ealling of the roll is finished. 
Mr. DEWART moved that the resolution be 
laid upon the table. 
Tellers were demanded, but not ordered. 
The House being divided, there were—ayes 87, 
noes 99. 
| So the motion was disagreed to. 
| The resolution was then adopted. 


| 


Mr. FLORENCE. Mr. Speaker, as the com- 
| mittee appointed to wait on the President must 
| necessarily be absent, | wish that when their 
| names are called one of their colleagues be al- 
| lowed to select seats for them. 
| Objection was made. 
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The members present proceeded, in execution 
of the resolution just adopted, to draw seats for 
the session. 

RESOLUTIONS AND BILLS. 


The SPEAKER announced that resolutions 
were in order from the States, commencing with 
Maine. 

The States were called in order, when Pennsyl- 
yania being called, \ 

Mr. GROW said. I desire to know whether, 
under this call, bills can be introduced of which 
previous notice has been given? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has some doubt || 


whether they can, if the notice has not been given 
at the present session. 

Mr. GROW. That is the question I desire to 
have the Chair decide. 

The SPEAKER, (after a moment’s consider- 
ation.) The Chair is of opinion that it would be 
in order to introduce such bills. 

Mr. GROW then introduced the following bill, 
of which previous notice had been given: 

A bill to amend an act to establish a court for 
the investigation of claims against the United 
States, so as to permit creditors of the Govern- 
ment to sue in the district courts of the United 
States. 


' 


The bill was read a first and second time, and | 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. CURTIS, when Iowa was called, intro- | 
duced the following bill, of which previous notice | 


was given last session: 

A bill for the construction of a central Pacific 
railroad. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to inquire of the 
Chair if this call authorizes the introduction and 
reference of bills of which no notice has been 
given? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I then desire to know whether 
notice has been given of that bill? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
stated, on introducing the bill, that previous no- 
tice had been given. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Would notice at the last 


session of Congress authorize the introduction of | 


bills this session? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows no reason 
why it should not. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
provides that after a certain number of days, the 


I believe the rule | 


business of the House shall stand as at the close | 


of the last session. The specified number of days 
has not yet expired. 

The SPEAKER. The 22d rule has reference 
entirely to bills and resolutions already before the 
House. The rule is as follows: 


* After six days from the commencement of a second or 
subsequent session of any Coagress, all bills, resolutions, 


and reports which originated in the House, and at the close | 


of the next preceding session remained undetermined, shall 


be resumed and acted on in the same manner as if an ad- | 


journment had not taken place.”’ 


and referred to the select committee on the Pacific 
railroad. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire | 


whether there is any committee to which to refer 
that bill ? 


The SPEAKER. The reference of a bill to a | 


select committee of the last session would be the | 
reviving of that committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There cannot be a reference | 
to a commitiee that existed last session, for no | 
such commitice exists under any rule of the 
House, That committee existed, because the | 
House, ai its last session, created it; and the term- | 
ination of the last session terminated the exist- 
ence of that committee. There being no such 
committee in existence, a resolution referring the 
bill to a committee means another committee; be- 
cause the former committee is not brought into | 
existence by any such general terms of refer- 
ence, 
_ Mr. REAGAN. I understand that the author- 
ity of that committee was continued by a resolu- | 
uon of last session. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not so understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the reference to the select committee of last ses- 
sion will have the effect to revive that committee. 
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| the uniform practice. 
DUTIES ON COAL, IRON, LEAD, WOOL, ETC. 
Mr. DEWART. 


I ask the unanimous consent 


| ion: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 


|| instructed to report a bill increasing the duty on coal and 
;| iron. 
| 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
Mr. DEWART. 
so as to enable me to introduce the resolution; 
| and on that motion I| call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The commit- 
tees have not yet been appointed by the Chair. I 


I object. 


passed authorizing the Speaker to appoint the 
| committees. 


| pointed, be so instructed. 1 suggest to the gen- 
| tleman from Pennsylvania to make that modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. DEWART. I accept the suggestion. 

The resolution was so modified; and the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, so to modify his 
resolution as to make it include another great 
| interest—that of lead. 

Mr. DEWART. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Is it in order to move to 
lay the resolution on the table? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 
is not before the House. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
tion taken on that motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to know 
| whether the resolution directs the committee per- 


The resolution 


into the expediency of doing so? 
The SPEAKER. 

| report such a bill. 

| Mr. NICHOLS. Is it in order to move an 

amendment to the resolution—that it also include 


‘| wool? 


The SPEAKER. It is not. 

| Mr. MORRILL. I ask the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania whether he will not include another 
| item—wool and woolen fabrics? 

Mr. DEWART. I will take in wool. 

Mr. BURNETT. 


being before the House? 
The SPEAKER. Itis not a question of order 
addressing itself to the Chair. ‘The suggestions 


nia. 
as to be acted upon in the shape of adopting 


B |} amendments. 
The bill was then read a first and second time, | 


Mr. GROW. 
he will not modify his resolution so as to read | 
thus: ‘* that the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to so modify or change the tariff as 





| would suggest to the mover of the resolution, and | 


| to all others, that there should first be a resolution | 


are addressed to the gentleman from Pennsylva- | 
The resolution is not before the House so | 


| of the House to introduce the following resolu- | 


I move to suspend the rules | 
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of the same subject-matter to it. That has been |! on coal, iron, lead, wool, sugar, and such other articles as 


o 








| need protection against foreign competition. 
i] 
1] 
it 


Mr. DEWART. No, sir; not sugar 
Mr. DAVIDSON. L understood the gent.eman 


to accept my suggestion. 
Mr. DEWART. I did not intend to include 
sugar. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Iask the 


| gentleman from Pennsylvania to include the ar- 
| ticle of hemp. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I understood that the yeas 


| and nays were ordered on the motion to suspend 


| the rules. 


If the rules be suspended the gentle- 


| man from Pennsylvania will then propose his 


| resolution. 


Or, 1f it be in order io amend this || 

resolution, I would suggest an amendment, that | 

1 the Committee of Ways and Means, when ap- || sugar coating has been taken off this thing? 
| (Laughter. 


I desire to have the ques- | 


emptorily to report such a bill, or only to inquire || 


It directs the committee to | 


Lask whether itis in order, | 
|| at this time, for the gentleman from Pennsylva- | 
|| nia to accept amendments—the resolution not | 


I desire to ask my colleague if | 


to raise the necessary revenue to support the | 


Government ?”’ 
Mr. DEWART. No, sir. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I ask my col- | 
|| league to insert in his resolution the following | 


words: ‘‘and such other articles as need protec- 
tion against foreign competition.’”’ 

Mr. DEWART. I accept that suggestion. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I desire to ask my friend 
from Pennsylvania to modify his resolution so as 
to include sugar. 

Mr. DEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. If the gentleman accepts 
that suggestion, I am satisfied. 

Mr. DEWART. I do accept it. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
Pennsylvania to insert in his resolution the fol- 
lowing words: ‘‘ and all other articles, to a suffi- 
cient amount to meet the expenses of the Govern- 
ment and to discharge our national debt.”’ 


Paraguay. (Laughter. 
Several MempBeERs. thead the resolution. 
The resolution, as modified, was again read, as 


Just as when during the session, a select com- || follows: 


mittee makes a report, and is, by that fact, dis- 
charged, it is, of course, revived by a re-reference | 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means, when 
appointed, be instructed to report a bill increasing the duty | 


I ask the gentleman from | 





Mr. COBB. And to carry on the war against 








| Ritchie, 


i do not consider that it is in order 
now to consume the time of the House in modi- 
fying a resolution that is not before the House. 
he gentleman has a right to change his resolu- 
tion, and has a right to offer it to the House. I 
ask for a vote on the suspension of the rules. 
Mr. LEITER. I wish to inquire whether the 


5 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 


| suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
| Houston] as amounting to an objection; and at 


this stage of the matter, debate is not in order. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I would 


| like to know if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
| accepts my suggestion, to include hemp? 


The SPEAKER, 
bama objects. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama has no right to object to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania accepting any 


The gentleman from Ala- 


| modification. 


The SPEAKER. No debate whatever is in 
order. The question is on suspending the rules, 
so as to enable the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means, when 
appointed, be instructed to report a bill increasing the duty 


on coal, iron, lead, wool, and such other articles as need 
protection against foreign competition. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
102, nays 87; as fol!ows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Andrews, Bennett, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlin- 
game, Burrougiis, Case, Cavanaugh, Chaffee, Chapman, 
Ezra Clark, Horace F. Clark, Clawson, Clark B. Cochrane, 


| Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Curtis, Davis of Maryland, Davis 


of Massachusetts, Davis of lowa, Dawes, Dean, Dewart, 
Dick, Dodd, Durfeé, Edie, Fenton, Florence, Foster, Gid- 
dings, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Harris, Hatch, Hiekman, Hoard, Horton, Howard, 
Huyler, Owen Jones, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, John C. 
Kunkel, Landy, Leach, Leidy, Leiter, Lovejoy, Humphrey 
Marshall, Mason, Maynard, Montgomery, Morgan, Morrill, 
Edward Joy Morris, Murray, Oliu, Palmer, Parker, William 
W. Phelps, Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Reilly, Ricaud, 

tobbins, Roberts, Royce, Russell, Scott, John 
Sherinan, Judson W. Sherman, Stanton, William Stewart, 
Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Underwood, Wade, Waldron, 
Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washbarne, 
Israel Washburn, White, Whiteley, Wilson, Wortendyke, 
and Zollicoffer—102. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkins, Blair, Bocock, Bon- 
ham, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Bryan, Burnett, Burns, Ca- 
ruthers, John B. Clark, Clay, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cock- 
erill, Comins, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, 
Curry, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, English, Faulkner, Foley, Garnett, 
Gartr ll, Goode, Greenwood, Gregg, Groesbeck, Lawrenee 
W. fall, Hawkins, Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, 
Jenkins, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Knapp, Jacob M. 
Kunkel, Lamar, Maclay, McQueen, Samuel y. Marshall, 
Miles, Miller, Millson, Isaac N. Morris, Mott, Niblack, 
Nichols, Pendleton, John 8. Phelps, Powell, Ready, Rea- 
gan, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, Searing, Shorter, 
Singleton, Robert Smith, William Smith, Spinner, Stall- 
worth, Stephens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Talbot, 
Trippe, Vallandigham, Warren, Watkins, Winslow, W vod, 
and Augustus R. Wright—87. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. 

Pending the vote, 

Mr. COMINS said: Mr. Speaker as it is usual, 
before proceeding to business at a new session, to 
receive a message from the President of the United 
States, giving his views on the questions before 
the country, and as I do not wish to anticipate 
the President, I vote **No.”’ 

Mr. MOORE stated that if he had been in the 
Hall when his name was called he would have 
voted **No.”’ 


PRINTING THE ESTIMATES. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to authorize the Clerk of the 
House to have the document that was laid before 
us this morning, the annual estimates, bound. We 








ill need the use of 1 « t ul t 
i | 

i i 1 ) i y»ord I | 
APPO! IENT ¢ ST J ; COMMITTEF 

Vi PiPHEN , OF ta i | n e tl 
the Sp er be iorized to ap t the stand- 
ing commiutt for ion. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 
( IMITTI rO WAIT O THE PRESIDENT 

Mi FLORENCE, from th committee }- 
} ted on t I i t i n na 
lmtiar comin on i part oft senate, to 
wait upon the President of the | d States, 
and inform him that quort of both Liouses of 
Congress were in 6 ion, reported that the jomt 
committee hed rformed that duty, and that 
the President had direct him to inform the 
Hlouse that he iid immediately communicate a 
message mn wrill 

PRESIDENT S ANNUAL MESSAGE 

[hy I we of the i t of t} 
{ i d s a 1) wvi r adocu- 
ments, were t | throuch Mr. J. B. Llenry, 
hil Pris { 

Phe m W read [It will be published 
in th Appendix. | 

Mr. Pi [ELI S, Of M url. | m ve that the 
message and ompanying documents be referre | 


to tl G mi e oft € W on th tat 


Union, and printed; a 


of the 


d upon that motion I 


} 
demand the previous question, 
Mr. MORGAN. 1 would suggest to 


f 
is 
i tleman from Missourt whether it would not b 


1 
ne ren- 


best to refer it to the Committee 
Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 


rentieman from Miss 


on Mileag 
would suggest to the 


muri Lina hie ouid § 


ify his motion as to provide that copies should 
ulso be printed for the use of « 1 member. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I will withdraw 
the demand for the previous question, and sub- 
mit, in addition to my motion, that one copy ot 
the message and the reports of the Secretaries anc 


| 





Postmaster General, be printed for the use of each 
} member. ‘That corresponds with the on ler and 
action we took at the last session. I demand the 

i previous quest nn. 


Mr. FLORENCE. 
tleman from Missouri tha 
two | 


I would remind the gen- 
tat the last se 


additional ¢ 


ssion we 


ordered hundred ypies for the 

1B heads of the different Departments. 

q Mr. PHELPS. That properly com 

we order the printing of extra copies. 
The previous question was then seconded, and 

the main question ordered 

the operation thereof, the motion was agreed to, 


; Mr. HOUSTON. I move that there be printed 


the usual extra number—twenty thousand, I be- 


s in when 


to be put; and under 


lieve—of the message and accompanying docu- 
ments, in r that the may go 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The rule does not 
require that it shall go to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

The SPEAKER. The law does. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Does it not except 
such a motion as this? 

The SPEAKER, The law, passed subsequent- 
ly to the adoption of the rule, provides abso- 
lutely for the reference of such motions to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The motion was accordingly referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 
Mr. FLORENCE. 

olution: 

Resolved, That two hundred additional copies of the Pres 
ident’s mes » and accompanying documents be printed 
jor the use of each of the Secretaries of State, Treasury, tu 
terior, War, and Navy Departments; the Attorney Gencral, 
and the Postmaster General. 


ord: to the 


motion 


I offer the following res- 






: The resolution was referred to the Committee 
. on Printing. 


REPORT ON THE FINANCES. 


The SPEAKER, by wnanimous consent, laid 
before the House the annual report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury on the state of the finances. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I move that that 
af report be referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and be printed. 

Che motion was agreed to. 





Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I move, also, that 


journs to-day, it will 


G THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


fifteen thousand extra copies be printed; and that 


one thousand extra copies be printed for the use 
of the Trea y [— par tment. 

Che motion was referred to the Committee on 
Printing, under tne rul 

And then, onmotion of Mr. WASHBURNE, of 
Ili t four o’clock,) the House a ljourned. 


IN SENATE. 
ember 7, 1858. 

Prayer by Rev. P. D. Gurury, D. D. 

" lay was read andapproved. 


ww, of Delaware, appeared 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate reports of the Court of Claims made in pur- 
to the claim of ‘Thomas 
C. Nye; the claim of Mary E. D. Blaney, admin- 

tratrix of George Blaney, deceased; the claim 
of Alexander M. Cumming; the claim of Isaac 
S. Bowman and George Brinker, surviving exec- 


of law, advers 


suance 


sof Isaac Bowman, deceased; and the claim 
of the State of Alabama for interest on the d 
ferred payment of an amount alleged to be dh 
under the comnact for the admission of the State 
of Alabama into the Union. 


Also, reports of the Court of Claims in favor 
of the claims of Nancy 
I 


trix of Walter 


M. Johnson, administra- 


.. Johnson, deceased; and Emilie 


(y. Jones, executrix of Thomas P. Jones, d 
ceased; the claim of ‘Thomas Allen, and the claim 
of John P ICS; ack mpanied by the following 
Hills 

\ bill for the relief of Naney M. Johnson, ad- 
mini 


> aRy.) 
ratrix of Walter Rh. Johns my decease d; 


\ bill for the relief of Emelie G. Jones, exec- 


utrix of ‘Thomas P. Jones; 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Allen; and 
A bill for the re lief of John Peebk 8. 


ASSISTANT 
xf 4 IN 
wit, ALLEN. I. 
Resolved, That the Senate, on to-m 

will procerd to the elec Lotan as 
the place of Mr. Holland, deceased, 


Ir. ( ha \ es J nope 


i 


DOORKEEPER. 

{fer the following resolution: 
rrow at one o’clock, 
istant doorkeeper in 
that when the Senate ad- 
be to meet on the day after 
to-morrow; and, therefore, | move to amend the 
resolution by striking out ** to-morrow,’’ and in- 
serting ** Thursday.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to; and the resolu- 
tion as amended was adopted, 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 
in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
it has been the habit before the appointment of 
committees, to receive petitions, and let them lie 
on the table until the committees are appoint d. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I beg leave, then, to offer the 
petition of one of my constituents, George Eitel- 
mann, praying for a pension; and as itis a peculiar 
case, | would ask leave to call the attention of the 
honorable chairman of that committee to some of 
the facts in the petition, 

The petitioner states that he was in the employ 
of the Indian department at a post in Minnesota, 
used as a station for the Sisseton and Wakpeton 
Sioux, at the Yellow Medicine river; and while 
thus in the employ of that department, he was 
required to proceed, in February, 185%, to an In- 
dian post called the Sioux Agency. He had charge 
of oxen. On his return with provisions to the 
post, he was overtaken in one of those terrible 
snow storms that sometimes occur there, in which 
he lost his sleigh and his oxen, and he himself 
came very near losing his life. When a party 
reached the place where he was found, he was 
senseless, and upon being carried to the post, the 
clothing had actually frozen into his aaa The 
unfortunate result of this was, that he has lost the 
right limb, he has lost the left foot, he has lost 


Mr. President, are petitions 


part of the fingers and thumb of his right hand, || 


and, though a young man in the prime of life, he 
is disabled, for the remainder of his days, from 
gaining a livelihood. I beg leave, sir, as the Sen- 
ate is not much occupied at present, to state that 
this is a case which, although it has not occurred 


in the military service, has occurred in the ser- | 


vice of the Government, and is one of those pe- 


\\ | do not know. 
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culiar cases for which there is no remedy pro- 
vided by law. A young man, in the employ of 
the Indian department, in the prime of life, is now 
in the streets of this city, a perfect wreck, and 
wholly unable to gain a livelihood for the residue 
of his life. Ido not know what disposition to 
make of a petition of this kind, except to refer it 
to the Committee on Pensions; and being an ex- 
ceptional case, it strikes me that it appeals to the 
sense of justice and humanity of the committee 
and of the Senate. The facts are all well authen- 
ticated. At the suggestion of the former chair. 
man of the Committee on Pensions, [Mr. JoneEs,] 
| move that it bee referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
table for the present. 


Tt will lie on the 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. WILSON. | ask thatthe papers of Henry 


M. Rice, a claimant for duties paid at Eastport, 
Maine, during the last war, be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate for the purpose of being 
used in the Court of Claims. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
formed that there wa 


last session referring 


The Chair is in- 
a general resolution at the 
all those cases to the Court 


Ss 








) 
iaims. 


( 
Mr. WILSON. Id 
ter 1s. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, however, the order will be made as desired 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

It was 80 order d. 


c 
OI 


» not know how that mat- 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. WILSON eave notice of his intention to 


ask leave to introduce a bill to appropriate one 


mublie schools in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave to introduce a bill allowing a pension 
to the widow of General Persifer F. Smith. 

Mr. SEWARD gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill granting a pension to 
Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, widow of General Ed- 
mund P. Gaines. 

BINDING OF ESTIMATES. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Secretary be di- 
rected to procure the binding of the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, which has been laid 
on our tables to-day, communicating estimates of 
appropriations for the next fiscal year. Itisa 
volume which we want to use very much, but we 
cannot use it in its present form. I propose the 
same order which was made last year—the bind- 
ing of one copy for each Senator. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
meet on Thursday ext. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. GWIN. I gave notice yesterday that I 


should call up the Pacific railroad bill to-day at 
one o’clock. I believe there is no business before 
the Senate now, and, though the morning hour 
has not yet expired, if no other motion be made, 
1 wish to make that motion. 

Mr. PEARCE. Since yesterday ithas occurred 
to me that one of the joint rules of the two 
Houses of Congress then escaped the attention of 

| the Senate, as it certainly did mine. I allude to 
| the 2lst joint rule. You will recollect, sir, that 
prior to the passage of that rule, all business 
pending in either Elouse at the close of any ses- 
| sion, fell ‘with the session; and to renew such 
matters, it was necessary to begin de novo. By the 
2ist joint rule, however, it is provided that after 
| the first six days of a second or subsequent ses- 
sion of any Congress, the business pending 0 
the Calendars of the respective Houses at the 
preceding session of the same Congress, shall be 
taken up and proceeded with as if the bodies had 
not adjourned. It seems to me that that rule 


|| excludes the idea of taking up business whic! 
‘| was pending at the last session, during the first 


six days of thissession. Whether that rule was 
violated yesterday by taking up, on the motion 
of the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] ® 
bill for the purpose of making it a special order, 
I think, however, that it is we!! 
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t is advisable that the 


consider whether their 

in violation of that 
? 

should not 


h for the Senate to 
n of yesterday was 


terday not 
nd whether, if so, we 


' : 
abando! 


new practice about to be set up; or, at all 
\ s, correct our decision of yest rday, and 
ly the rule to this case. At any rate, | think 


a should determine 
the joint rule to which I 
isk the Secretary to 


force and 


ive called atte ntion, and Z as 
ad it for the informat the Senate. 
ie VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary wit! 
id the 21st joint rule 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 
‘O1. A ix days 
ubsequent session ot 
wts Which originate 
e next precedi 
r louse, shal 
ner an aqqjournment bh 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tate, on the point of order made by Senator 
mm Maryland, that, having examined that rule, 
does not think it now in order to receiv 
‘the Senator from C nia; and if 
stion had been made yesterday, and the atten- 
f the Chair ec , 1¢ would have so 
he motion of the Senator from Vir 


take up the Amists id case, in order to mal 


( {Ti et of 


ion of 


nd 
or 


mmencement of 
. al bills, re 


lin either House, and 


i{tler s irom the co asec 
solutions, 
at th 
ion remained undetermined in 
ud acted on in the 


id not taken place.” 
The Chair 


the 


Conzress 





resumed ¢ same 
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tion of uifor 


lled 
i ulead 


adon rinia, 


te if 





necial order for next Tuesd The Chat 
not think it in order in the first six days ot 
ion, under this joint rule, to take up the 
ndar of the last session. 
Mr. GW IN. it is the decision of the Chair, 
n, that it is notin order to make the motion 
ch I submitted. I suppose it is not in order 
stil after the sixt h day of tl ; session. 
The VICE PRESIDE The Chairthinks so 


Mr. GWIN Well, 1 ae note 
the earliest day, move to take up the Pacific 
road | ill for ideration. 


*, CLAY, the Senat > adj 


cons 
4) tan fA 
\ tO) OF avail 


n mot 


to ‘Thursday. 
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SWORN IN. 
d membe rs, ¢ le 
ared an 


MEMBERS 
ted sin ec 
clost ssion, app d qual 
I i 
ual oath to 
d States: 
1 from the 
ll the vacancy occasioned by 
CLINGMAN3 
sted from the fifth district of 
he vacancy occasioned by the 
and ; 
Keim, elected from the eighth district 
ylvania, to fill the vacancy occasioned by 
Mr. J. Glancy 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
unanimous consent, the following bills and 
it resolutions from the 8 were taken from 


support the Con- 


cighth district of 


Missis sippl, 


frmane 
mwah; 


ot 
Jones. 


By 
Senate 
Speaker’s table, severally yead a first and sec- 
ond time, and disposed of as indicated below: 
- act er 279) for the final adjustment of 
e land claims in the Stat ‘'s of Florida, Lou- 
siana, Arkansas , and Missouri, and for other 
pur} . Referred to the C omuiittee on Private 


Land C lai ms. 
An act (No. 


} 
1a tlon 


pe 


ose 


84) to provide for the better regu- 
of night signals’’ on board ‘* sail ves- 

" navigating the northwestern lakes and their 
wies, and for other purposes. Referred to 
1e C ommittee on Commerce. 

An act (No. 10) repealing all laws 
laws granting allowances or bounties to vess« 
employed in the Bank and other cod fisheries. 
Referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

A resolution = 20) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to pay to the officers and sea- 
men of the expe ‘dition in search of Dr. Kane the 

ame rate of pay that was allowed the officers and 

amen of the expedition under Lieutenant De 
Heel, Referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

An act (No. 394) for the relief of Edson Fes- 
Senden, conservator of William Crompton. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

An act (No. 288) for the relief of Miles 
vine. Referred to the Committee of Claims. 
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military reserve at Fort Gratiot, in the State of 
Michigan, for railroad purposes 

Mr. COBB. Iam satisf 
erly belongs to the Committec 
I know that it 
tion of that characts 
to what committer 


ed that that bill prop- 
on Public Lands. 
has heretofore had the considera- 
rof bills. But 1 am careless 


it may be referred. Certain it 


ia that the Committee on Public Lands has, and 
will have, before itas much businessas it can pos- 
sibly take care of. 1 withdraw my motion. 

The gq estion then rec 1on the motion to re- 


Aa if ' 
. . , ey 
fer to the Committce on Military Affairs; which 


was agreed to. 
SENATE 
The Speaker laid before the 


in@ Senate billsand resolutions; w 


BILLS REFERRED. 


House the foll 
ever- 


iwert 


ally read a first and second time, and referred as 
mdicated below: 

Resolution No. 26 for the M {i of the nearest 
male heir of the late Major General ‘Towson, of 
the United States Army. Referred to the Com- 
mittce on Military Ailairs. 

An act (No. 278) concerning the courts of the 
United States inthe district of Arkansas. Referred 
to the Committee on the Judi y 


ra Clark 


An act (No. 383) for the rehef of My 


Gaines. Referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


An act (No. 412) supplemental to an act for 


the admission of the State of Min sota into the 
Union. Referred to the Commit on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Resolution (No. 453) directing the printing of 
certain reports therein mentioned, Referred tot 
Committee on the Library. 

BILLS WITH AMENDMENTS 

The SPEAKER. ‘There are various bills on 
the Speaker’s table ome of them Senate bills, 
with House amendmentsin which the S non 
concurred; and some of them Llouse bills with 
Senate amendments. If it be the pleasure of th 


House, lLuese 


There Was no object: n 
FIRE DEPARTMENT IN 
Senate bill (No. 2 


bills will be now di 


1 
posed ol. 
i 


THE DISTRICT. 


- a rv 
~#) AauLnor! nf te orvaniza- 


tion of a fire department inthe Di et of Colum- 
bia, with the Llouse amendments thereto, which 
were non-concurred in by the Senate, was taken 
from the Speaker’s table and read 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Mr. Spe ale r, the 
printed copies of this bill are already exh l, 


and perhaps the Llouse is not now pre 


consider it. | am not acquainted with the pr 
visions of this bill, and think that it ought to be 
referred to the Committee for the District of Co 
lumbia. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. LI suppo he bill 
will necess wily ero to the Committee forthe Di 
trict of Columbia; and that the reading of the 
and amendments now would bs unnecessary 
consumption of the me of the Llous I there- 
fore move its reference to the Committee for the 


District of Columbia 
The motion was agreed to; and the 
referred. 


I ill Vas So 
PURSERS CLERKS 

House bill (No. 336) for the relief of B. W. 
Palmer, and others, with Senate amendments 
thereto, was taken from the Speaker’s table and 
read. 

The bill confirms and makes legal t s of 
salary paid to B. W. Palmer and others, as pur- 
sers’ clerks, at certain navy-yards, under the esti- 
mates made in the naval appropriation bills since 
1853; provided, however, that nothing therein 
contained shall be construed into a repeal of the 
existing laws regulating the pay of pursers’clerks; 
and provided further, that the salary of the clerks 
aforesaid shall not hereafter exceed $500 per an- 
num. 

The amendment of the Senate, which is in the 
nature of a substitute, directs that the accounting 
officers of the Treasury shall allow all payments 
made since the Ist July, 1854, to the clerks or as- 
sistants to pursers at the navy-yards of Charies- 
town, New ork, Philadelphia, Washington, Nor- 
folk, and Pensacola, atthe rate of $750 per annum; 
and to allow all payments made since the same 
date to first clerks to commandants, and clerks of 


Oye 


yards at Kittery and Philadelphia, at the rate || 


of 41.200 per annum; and that the pay of such 


comme 


friend from Ohio has 
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clerks be hereafter 41,200 per annum, and of the 


pursers’ clerks or assistants $750 per annum, 
neine with the present fiscal year. 


Mr. MILLSON. The bill, as amended by the 


Senate, is substantially in the same shape in 
which it was originally reported to the House by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. Ona motion 
made, I think, by my friend from Ohio, [Mr. 
SucrMan,]| the bill was amended in the House. 
The Senate afterwards restored the bill to the 

>in which it came from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs of the House. I think that my 


seen, on subsequent reflec- 
his original objection to the bill was not 


sound or tenable, and believe that he now acqui- 


that 


ion, 


esc iitogether in the bill in its present shape. 
I hope therefore that the House will concur in 
the amendment of the Senate, which, with some 

lie alteration, merely restores the bill to the 


ape in which it was originally reported by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of the House. If 
any eman desires an explanation of the 
character of the amendments I am ready to give 
it, but otherwise | do not think it necessary to 


GUO SO, 


Mr. MORGAN. Iask whether there is any 
report accompanying the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Itis an original House bill 
which passed the House and was amended by 


the Senate. The question now is on concurring 

»>amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Speaker, I think that a 
| of « tion will enable the House to see 

the amendment of the Senate is altogether 


AT) Clit 


‘ ly : 
Ypian 


ist dl proper J pay of the pursers’ clerks 
navy-yards, of which there are only some five 
or six, has been heretofore regulated by the pay 


An 


; on board of ships; but the pur- 
‘s’ clerks at navy-yards have to perform very 
ping the accounts of some- 
wothousand men. It was found 
to get the necessary clerical 
mpensation of $500 a year, and, 
year 1853, the Department estimated for an 
on, asking in the estimates 
Congress having voted 
rin that estimate, these gen- 
‘, from that time to this, been receiv- 
iw. B 


having di 


Orious duties in Hwee 
times more thant 
utterly it 


MpOSSi 


mpensat 


; ‘ j 


yr SoU instead ot SovUU. 


. ) mol 4 vy cai ed f; 
it last year the Fourth Aud- 
itor, r discovered that this allowance was 
paid only upon the estimate, and upon the act of 
; $3 appropriating the mone y on that esti- 
ecided that that did not repeal the former 


wa ye 


v,and he has, therefore, called upon these clerks 
» refund the excess of $250, which they have 
been receiving for the last four or five years. ‘The 


honey has been actually paid to them by the Gov- 
ment, upon an estimate sent to Congress, and 
under an act of Congress appropriating the money 
alled for in that estimate. These men have been 
mployed under the authority of the Secretary of 
Navy, at a compensation of $750 a year, and 
have received $750 a year. They did not know, 
; », upon what law their claim for that 
npensation was founded; they did not examine 
he law, or undertake to decide judicially whether 
their compensation was righttully paid to them 
or not, 
Now, the simple question is, whether they shall 
‘compelled, under these circumstances, to re- 
fund the money, or whether those payments shall 
be legalized by act of Congress? To this extent 
the Liouse provided in the bill as it passed last 
session. But the amendment of the Senate fur- 
ther provides, that hereafter the compensation of 
these men shall be $750 per annum, instead of 


Or COUPrst 


$500. Every gentleman must perceive at once 
that $500 is entirely inadequate compensation for 


such services as are exacted from these clerks. It 
requires clerical skill of a high order to keep the 
accounts of the workmen employed in the navy- 
yards. You cannot get clerks of sufficient skill to 
perform the duties required of them for $500 a 
year; and now the House is simply to determine 
whether they will agree to the amendment of the 
Senate, raising the salaries of three, four, or five 
clerks from $500 to $750 a year. 
proposed to be given is a great deal less than is 
a to the lowest clerks in the Departments in 
the city of Washington for performing much less 
labor than is performed by the clerks in the navy- 

ards. 

Mr. ROCOCK. For the purpose of raising the 
point distinctly before the House, which I donot 


The amount | 
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know that my colleague has made, I desire him 
to state whether the amount fixed by this bill to 

be paid these clerks hereafter, is not the same 

amount which has been paid them under the ap- 
propriations for the last four or five years? 

Mr. MILLSON. Itis. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I think that explanation, in 
connection with the explanation in the former 
part of the speech of my colleague, will place the 
whole case before the House. It is to legalize 
the payments which have been already made to 
these clerks, under appropriations made by Con- 
gress in the first place. The money has been paid 
and received by them; and this is to relieve them 
from the requirement made upon them to refund 
it. Furthermore, it is to provide that the same 
amount which has been paid them for the last 
four or five years should be paid them in future; 
and that they should not be cut down to the 
amount paid to them previous to 1853. That is 
the whole matter. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Virginia whether these clerks 
were notemployed by the Government at a salary 
of $750 per annum? 

Mr. MILLSON. They were. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. So I under- 
stand; and that this is simply a proposition to pay 
them whatthe Goveinment stipulated they should 
receive when they were employed. 

Mr. MORGAN. What had the Government 
to do in saying what they should receive ? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I shvuuld think 
the Government had a good deal to do with it. 

Mr. MILLSON. ‘The Government stipulated 
that they should receive this amount, and they 
have already received it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I think I must 
have misapprehended the amendment of the Sen- 
ate. I supposed the Clerk read the amendment 
of the Senate, but I now understand that he read 
th® original House bill. I think the bill of the 
House is right. I think they should be relieved 
from the requirement to refund the money they 
have already received, under a mistake in con- 
struing the law; but this is not the time to raise 
the salaries of those clerks, or of anybody else. 
I think the bill, with the Senate amendment, 
should be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and if they, upon examination, find there is 
a necessity for raising the salaries of these clerks, 
itcanbedone. I move tocommit the whole mat- 
ter to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL THURSDAY. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move that 
when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to 
meet day after to-morrow, for the purpose of giv- 
ing the Speaker time to appoint the standing com- 
mittees of the House. 

Mr. MORGAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I withdraw the 
motion for the present. 


JOHN DUNCAN. 
The bill of the House (No. 366) for the relief 


of John Duncan, with an amendment of the Sen- 
ate, was taken up from the Speaker’s table for 
consideration. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place upon the list of navy pensioners, at the rate 
of sixteen dollars per month, the name of John 
Duncan, who was alandsman in the United States 
Navy on board the United States ship-of-war 
Brandywine, an@ who has become totally blind 
in consequence of disease contracted and injuries 
received by him while in the line of his duty in 
the service of the United States; the pension to 
commence on the Ist of December, 1855, and con- 
tinue during his natural life; provided, that the 
pension shall not be paid if he remains a benefi- 
ciary in the United States Naval Asylum. 

The Senate proposed to amend by striking out 
‘sixteen dollars,”’ and inserting ‘eight dol- 
lars.”? 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move that the House 
| non-concur in the amendment of the Senate; and 
|| I do it for this reason: the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions in this House reported that bill, and 
_ they thought that he should be paid sixteen dol- 
lars per month, provided he should not be con- 
| tinued as a beneficiary of the Naval Asylum. He 
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is totally blind; and eight dollars a month is not 
it to provide him the means of livelihood. 
The cost to the Government of maintaining him 
inthe naval asylum is probably twice sixteen dol- 


ee 


sufficient 


larsa month. He has a wife and four children; 
and he believed that if we gave him sixteen dol- 
lars a month, he could perhaps obtain the means 
of supporting them, and the asylum be relieved 


from his maintenance. I therefore hope the House | 


will non-coneur in the amendment of the Senate, 
believing that eight dollars a month, as provided 
in the Senate amendment, would not be accepted 
by him, 

“The question was taken; and the House non- 
concurred in the amendment of the Senate. 


ROSWELL MINARD, ETC. 


House bill (No. 356) for the relief of Roswell 
Minard, father of Theodore Minard, deceased, 
with the amendment of the Senate thereto, was | 
taken from the Speaker’s table. 

The bill of the House is as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, 'That 
the Commissioner of the General Land Oitfice shall issue to 
Roswell Minard, the father of Theodore Minard, deceased, 
a warrant of one hundred and sixty acres of land,in lieu of 
bounty land warrant No. 24,754, heretofore issued to ‘Theo- 
dore Minard, deceased, which warrant, when so issued, 
shall be in all respects of the same effect as the said war- 
rant No. 34,754 would have been had it been issued to said 
Roswell Minard: Provided, howerer, That the said Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office shall be satisfied that 
said Roswell Minard is the father of the said Theodore Min 
ard, deceased; that the said Theodore Minard died without 
jeaving a wife or lawful children ; and that the said Theo- 
dore Minard never assigned or transferred the said bounty 
land warrant No. 34,754. 

Sec.2. nd be it further enacted, That the Commissioner 
of the Gerieral Land Office shall be authorized to institute 
legal proceedings, in such manner as he may deem proper, 
to vacate the patent issued upon said last mentioned bounty 
land warrant, to recover the land embraced in said patent, 
for the benefit of the United States, or for such other relief 
as be may deem suited to the case, and to cause the person 
or persons guilty of forging the assignment of said bounty 
land warrant, and all persons criminally connected with 
said forgery, or of uttering or passing said forged assigninent, 
to be prosecuted for such offense ; the lawful expense of 
which legal proceedings and prosecutions shall be paid for 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any moneys in the 


‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated. ha 


The Senate proposed to amend by striking out 
the second section of the bill. 
The amendmentof the Senate was concurred in. 


LAND CLAIMS INNEW MEXICO. 


An act (H. R. No. 565) to confirm the land 
claims of certain pueblos and towns in the-Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, was next taken up. 

The SPEAKER stated that the bill had been 
returned from the Senate with certain amend- 
ments. 

The bill, which was read in extenso, provides 
that the pueblo land claims in the Territory of 
New Mexico, designated in the corrected lists as— 
A, puebio of Jemes, in the county of Santa Ana; 
B, pueblo of Acoma, in the county of Valencia; C, 

meblo of San Juan, in the county of Rio Ariba; 
b, pueblo of Picuris, in the county of Taos; E, 
ge of San Felipe, in the county of Bernalillo; 
*, pueblo of Pecos, in the county of San Miguel; 
G, pueblo of Cochili, in the county of Santa Ana;, 
H, pueblo of Santa Domingo, in the county of 
Santa Ana; I, pueblo of Taos, in the county of 
Taos; K, pueblo of Santa Clara, in the county of 
Rio Ariba; L, pueblo of Tesuque, in the county 
of Santa Fé; M, yueblo of San Ildefonso, ia the 
county of Santa { 
the county of Santa Fé; reported upon favorably 
by the surveyor general of New Mexico, in his 
report of September 30, 1856, to the Department 
of the Interior; and the claim designated as—O, 
pueblo of Zia, in the county of Santa Ana; P, 
pueblo of Sandia, in the county of Bernalillo; Q, 
pueblo of Isleta, in the county of Bernalillo; R, 
(supposed,) pueblo of Nambe; reported upon 
favorably by the said surveyor general, January 
30, 1857; also the claim No. 7, of the town of 
Tecolete, in the county of San Miguel; No. 11, 
of the town of Chilili, in the county of Bernalillo, 
and No. 13, of the town of Belen, in the county 
of Valencia; reported for the favorable action of 
Congress by the surveyor general, on the 30th of 
September, 1857, be confirmed; and that the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office should issue the 


necessary instructions for the survey of all of | 


said claims, as recommended for confirmation by 


“é; N, pueblo of Pojuaque, in | 


uals: provided, that such confirmation shall only 


be construed as a relinquishment of all title and 
claim of the United States to any of the lands, and 
shall not affect any adverse valid rights, should 
such exist. 

The amendments of the Senate, which were 
read, are as follows: 

Strike from the paragraph in reference to the pueblo of 
Nambe, the date * 30th of January, 1857,’ and in lieu there- 
of, insert ** 30th of November, 1856.° 

Strike out the word * 'Tecoleie,’’ and in its place insert 
the correct word ** Tecolote.”’ 

And add: 

** Also the claim No. 2, of the town of Tomé, reported 
upon favorably by the surveyor general of New Mexico, in 
his report of 30th of Ssptember, 1856, to the Department of 
the Interior.”’ 

** Also the claim No. 29, of the town of Casa Colorado, 
reported upon favorably by the surveyor general of New 
Mexico, in his report of 30th December, 1856, to the De- 
partment of the Interior.” 


Mr.SANDIDGE. The reports of the surveyor 
general of New Mexico in these cases were re- 


terged to the Committee on Private Land Claims. | 


They came in such voluminous shape that the 
two claims provided for by the Senate amend- 
ments were accidentally omitted or overlooked. 

The House agreed to the insertion of all the 
other pueblos and towns reported on favorably by 
the surveyor general of New Mexico, and I pre- 
sume that there will be no objection to the Sen- 
ate amendments; which provide for nothing be- 
yond the addition of the two towns stated, and 
the correction of one or two clerical errors. 


in. 
BRITISH BRIG CALEDONIA. 


An act (H. R. No. 218) for the benefit of the | 


captors of the British brig Caledonia in the war 
of 1812, was next taken up. 


The SPEAKER stated that the bill had been | 


returned to the House with amendments. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury, 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to pay the captors of the British 


brig Caledonia, captured 8th of October, 1812, | 


the sum of $25,000. 

The amendments of the Senate are: 

Strike out the words “ or legal representatives,’? where 
they first occur; strike out the words “ legal representa 
tives,’ 
the word * widow ;”’ and strike out the words “ legal repre 
sentatives”? where they afterwards occur, and in lieu there 
of insert the word * child.”? 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. 


of the Senate discriminate avainst the soldier and 


. 


in favor of the officers; and I therefore move that 


they be non-concurred in. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 
nying that bill? 
The SPEAKER. 
there is. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 


I recollect very well that the Caledonia was a rich 


The amendments of the Senate were concurred | 


Where they next occur, and insert, in lieu thereof, | 
The amendments 


Is there a report accompa- | 
The Chair presumes that | 


Tam fimiliar with that case. 


prize, and that her captors made for themselves 


fortunes out of it. 


The amendments of the Senate were non-con- | 


curred in, 
LOAN BILL. 

The SPEAKER. There is a Senate bill upon 
the Speaker’s table, that might as well be dis- 
posed of at this time. 
loan not to exceed $15,000,000. If there be no 
objection, it will be laid upon the table. 

lt was so ordered. 


CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


It is a bill authorizing a | 


The SPEAKER. There is upon the Speaker’s 


table Elouse joint resolution, No. 28, concerning 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which has been or- 
dered to be read a third time. ‘The pending ques- 
tion 1s on its passage; on which the previous 
question has been demanded. It is as follows: 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re 
quested to take such steps as may be,in bis judgment, best 


| calculated to effect a speedy abrogation of said treaty. 


the surveyor general, and cause a patent to issue i 
therefor as in ordinary cases to private individ- || 


Mr. RITCHIE moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject upon the table. 

Mr. MILES demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRANCH. Is it in order to move to re- 
commit to the Committee on Foreign Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. The state of the 
question, at the present time, is this: The joint 
resolution was ordered to be read a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time. The 
question was then on the passage of the joint res- 
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olution. Pending that proposition, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Sickres] moved that the 
joint resolution be recommitted to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. On that 
the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Joun Cocnu- 
RANE] demanded the previous question; and that 
is the first question the House will have to vote 
upon, after the pending question to lay the res- 
olution on the table shall have been disposed of. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 90, nays 93; as follows: 

YUAS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Arnold, Bennett, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Blair, Brayton, Buthnton, Burlingame, 
Case, Chaffee, Chapman, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clark B. 
Cochrane, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Curtis, Davis 
of Maryland, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Davis of lowa, Dawes, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Farns- 
worth, Fenton, Foster, Giddings, Gooch, Goodwin, Gran- 
ger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Hickman, Hoard, Hor- 
ton, Hloward, Hughes, George W. Jones, Keim, Kelsey, 
Kilgore, Knapp, John C. Kunkel, Leach, Leiter, Lovejoy, 
Millson, Montgomery, Morgan, Morrill, Freeman H. Morse, 
Mott, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pettit, Phillips, Pike, 
Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Royce, 
John Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, 
William Stewart, Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Underwood, 
Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elfihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wilson, and Wood—90. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Ail, Anderson, Atkins, Barks- 
dale, Bishop, Bocock, Bonham, Bowie, Boyee, Branch, 
Burnett, Burns, Cavanaugh, John B. Clark, Clay, Cobb, 
John Cochrane, Cox, James Craig, Crawford, Curry, Da- 
vidsoa, Davis of Mississippi, Dewart, Dowdell, Eduwund- 
son, English, Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Foley, Gartreli, 
Goode, Greenwood, Gregg, Groesbeck, Lawrence W. Hall, 
Harris, Hatch, Hawkins, Hopkins, Houston, Huyler, Jack- 
son, Jenkins, Jewett, Owen Jones, Keitt, Lamar, Law- 
renee, Leidy, McQueen, McRae, Samuel 8. Marshall, Ma 
son, Maynard, Miles, Moore, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac 
N. Morris, Niblack, John 8. Phelps, William W. Phetps, 
Powell, Ready, Reagan, Ricaud, Ruffin, Sandidge, Scales, 
Searing, Henry M. Shaw, Singleton, Samuel A. Sinith, 
Wiliam Smith, Stephens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, 
Talbot, George ‘Taylor, Trippe, Vallandigham, Vanee, 
Ward, Watkins, White, Whiteley, Winslow, W ortendyke. 
Aygustus R. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—93. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Pending the vote, 

Mr. CURRY stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Suorrer, was confined to his room by indispo- 
sition. 

Mr. BRAYTON made a similar statement in 
rerard to Mr. Wane. 

Mr. PHILLIPS made a similar statement in 
regard to Mr. Griuis. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Reiiiy, was detained from the House by 
illness in his family. 

The question recurred on seconding the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If the pre- 
vious question be notseconded, what will the next 
order be? = * 

The SPEAKER. Then debate will be opened. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. ‘The motion to 
commit to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union is pending. It seems to me 
that that would be the best disposition to make 


of the matter. : 
Mr. BARKSDALE. I object to any debate. 
The SPEAKER, Debate 1s not in order. 


The previous question was seconded; there 
being, on a division—ayes 90, noes 64. 

‘The main question was ordered, 

The question recurred on the motion to commit 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the joint resolution 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 


PACIFIC CENTRAL RAILROAD. 
Mr. BILLINGHURST. [rise toa privileged 


question. | move to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill introduced yesterday by the gentleman 
from Lowa, [Mr. Curtts,] on the subject of the 
Pacific railroad, was referred to the select com- 
mittee raised on that subject at the last session. I 
make this motion for the purpose of having action 
taken on the subject. A committee consisting, I 
believe, of fifteen members, was appointed at last 
session of Congress, and I am informed that that 
committee held various sessions, but came to no 
conclusion, and have reported no resolution and 
no action to the House. Ido not see that any- 


| thing has to be gained at this session by reviving 
'thatcommittee. ‘The experience of the past does 
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not recommend that committee very strongly to 
Tne ¢ onfide nce of the Llouse ‘ If it be the purpose 
of the House to have action on the subject of the 
Pacific railroad, [ think the bill should goto a 
different committee from that to which it has been 
referred, and which I believe is so divided in sen- 
timent, or from some other cause, that it will be 
unable to agree on any measure to be reported to 
the Ilouse. I believe we ought not to send the 
subject to that committee, but think that if it is 
to ro to asclect committee, that committee should 
be composed of another set of men. In that view 
I make this motion, and ask the previous ques- 
lon. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

‘The motion was not agreed to, only thirty-seven 
members voting in its favor. 

Mr. CURTIS. Would it be in order, Mr. 
Speaker, for me to make some explanation at this 
time ? 

The SPEAKER. 
has been demanded. 

Mr. CURTIS. But it has not been seconded. 

‘TheSPEAKER. Pending the demand for the 
previous question, debate is not in order. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST called for 
seconding the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cuarree, 
and Craic of Missouri, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes fifty-one, noes not counted. 

‘So the previous question was not seconded, 

Mr. CURTIS. As a member of the committee 


No; the previous question 


tellers on 


to which the honorable gentleman from Wiscon- | 


sin {Mr. Bruuincuunrst] has referred, I wish to 
make a brief explanation. I presume there was 
no committee of this House that labored more 
arduously, or, as I believe, more intelligently, for 
the purpose of determining the issue presented to 
them than did the select committee on the Pacific 
railroad. In my opinion, there is no subject be- 
fore the House of greater magnitude or import- 
ance, and none that will require more deliberation 
and more argument before a final determination 
can be arrived at. ‘The committee of course were 
embarrassed by the magnitude and difficulties sur- 
rounding the question. ‘They were obliged to dis- 
cuss the various routes and various modes pro- 
posed, to secure some practical result. ‘There was 
an almost unanimous concurrence on the part of 
the committee that something ought to be done 
by Congress toward the construction of a Pacific 
railroad; but when we came to determine on the 
mode of action and the route which should be 
adopted, we found ourselves embarrassed, as this 
Flouse will be whenever the questionscomes fully 
and fairly before it. ‘The important results that 
are likely to grow out of such a work, excite ex- 
traordinary sensibility in every section of the 
Union. 

{ acknowledge that there was a conflict of opin- 
ion amongst the members of the committee, but 
that conflict is an element which your commiftee 
desired to reconcile. Ido not know thatany ad- 
vantage will be gained from a reconstruction of 
the committee. Its members were well appor- 
tioned amongst the various sections of the Union, 
representing, therefore, the various conflicting 
views. And I do not despair of a final success on 
the part of the committee. If the motion which | 
made yesterday, submitting a Pacific railroad bill, 
revives the old committee, | am satisfied that the 
question should be left to them for consideration. 
For my own part, | am in favor of a Pacific rail- 
road on the Platte valley and Salt Lake central 
route, and I believe that ultimately there will be 
« compromise in favor of that route, because it 
seems to me that only sugh a route will accom- 
modate the people of all sections of the Union, 
North and South. I believe that the other mem- 
bers of the committee, who are in favor of differ- 
ent routes, will concur with me in the opinion 
thatwe have not yetexhausted our efforts with a 
view to the presentation of a report, and are wil- 
ling to make further efforts to bring about prac- 
tical results. 1 think, therefore, that there 1s no 
object to be attained by a reconsideration of the 
vote taken yesterday; and I trust the motion of 
the honorable gentleman from Wisconsin will not 
prevail. 

The question was taken on Mr. Briutne- 


ANNUAL ESTIMATES. 

On motion of Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, it 
was 

Ordered, That the annual estimates be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair yesterday inad- 
vertently omitted to call the Territories for reso- 
lutions; and, with the permission of the House, 
the Chair will now afford the Delegates an oppor- 
tunity of submitting resolutions and introducing 
bills of which notice has been given. 

There being no objection, the Speaker pro- 
ceeded to call the Territories in their order, com- 
mencing with Oregon. 

Mr. LANE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
introduced the following bills; which were read 
a first and second time, and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Public Lands: 

A bill for the relief of Robert B. Metcalf and 
others; and 

A bill for the relief of Mary A. Harris, of Ore- 
ron. 

Mr. OTERO introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read a first and second 
time, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill to provide for the completion of the mil- 
itary road from Fort Union to Santa Fé, New 
Mexico—referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; 

A bill providing for the completion of the mil- 
itary road from ‘l'aos to Santa Fé, in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico—referred to the same com- 
mittee; and 

A bill making a grant of lands to the Terri- 
tories of New Mexico and Kansas, and the State 
of Missouri, in alternate sections, to aid in the 
construction of a railroad in said Territories and 
State—referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN UTAH. 


Mr. BERNHISEL submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 

tesolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of refunding to the 
Territory of Utah the expenses incurred by said Territory 
in suppressing Indian hostilities in the year 1853; and that 
said Committee report by bill or otherwise. 

MILITARY ROADS IN UTAH. 

Mr. BERNHISEL submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, Tivat the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing for the 
construction of a military road from Bridger’s Pass, in the 
Rocky Mountains, to Great Salt Lake City, in the Territory 
of Utah; and that said committee report by bill or oiher- 
Wise. 


TERRITORIAL LIBRARIES. 


Mr. BERNHISEL submitted the following res- | 


olution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instruct- 
ed to inguire into the expediency of making a small appro- 
priation to inerease the territorial libraries of New Mexico, 
Utah, Washington, Kansas, and Nebraska; and that said 
committee report by bill or otherwise. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, introduced 
the following bills; which were severally read a 
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nicating an abstract and return of registered Amer- 
ican seamen; A 

A communication from the Secretary of State 
in reference to the incidental expenses of his De- 
partment; and 

A communication from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, transmitting a statement of the expendi- 
tures of the contingent fund of his Department for 
the year ending June 30, 1858. 

MEMORIAL OF NEBRASKA, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 


joint memorial of the Legislature of Nebraska 


with reference to school lands; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


LAWS OF OREGON AND WASHINGTON. 


“he SPEAKER also laid before the House 
copies of the laws of Oregon and Washington; 
which were referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move that 
when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Thursday next, in order to give the Speaker time 
to appoint the standing committees. 

Mr. MORGAN. I demand the yeas and nays 
on that motion. There is no earthly reason why 
we should adjourn over. 

Mr. STANTON. I understood the Speaker 
to say this morning that the standing committees 
would be announced to-morrow. I cannot, there- 
fore, see any reason why we should adjourn over 
for the purpose stated by the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
dering of time. 

Mr. DEAN demanded tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. Sternens’s 
motion; and it was agreed to—ayes 85, noes 63. 

And then, on motion of Mr. JOHN COCH- 
RANE, (at two o’clock and twenty minutes, p. 


It would be a mere squan- 


m.,) the House adjourned to Thursday. 


first and second time, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs: 

A bill for the construction of a road from Aber- 
crombie, onthe Red River of the North, to Seattle, 
on Puget Sound, in the Territory of Washing- 
ton; and 

A bill for the survey of the Upper Missouri and 
Columbia rivers for military purposes. 

REPORT FROM THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a report 
from the Court of Claims. 

The bills reported by the court were, by unan- 
imous consent, considered as having received their 
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Hon. Joun J. Crirrenven, of Kentucjcy, Hon. 
Anprew Jounson, of Tennessee, and Hon. Ros- 
ert Toomss, of Georgia, appeared to-day. 

Prayer by Rev. P. D. Guruey, D. D. 

The Journal of Tuesday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a report of the Secretary of State, communica- 
ting, in pursuance of law, an abstract of returns 
of registered American seamen; which was laid on 
the table until the committees shall be appointed. 

He also Jaid before the Senate a report from the 
Secretary of State, showing, in obedience to law, 
the contingent and other disbursements of that 
Department for the fiscal year ending the 30th of 
June, 1858, the unexpended balances of appro- 
priations for the same period, and the contingent 
expenses of foreign intercourse for the year end- 
ing 30th November, 1858; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. * 

He.also laid before the Senate the annual report 
of the Superintendent of the Public Printing; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


THE NEW SENATE CHAMBER. 
Mr. BRIGHT submitted the following resolu- 


tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds inquire into the condition of the new Chamber for 
the Senate, and report at what time it may be permanently 
occupied, and the ceremony appropriate upon removing 


thereto, 


first and second reading, and were referred to the | 
/ Committee of Claims. 


The adverse reports were, under the rule, or- | 


dered to be placed upon the Calendar. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the tollowing communications; 
which were laid on the table, and ordered to be 


HURST'S motion; and it was not agreed to—ayes || printed: 


forty-eight, noes not counted. 


i] 


A report from the Secretary of State, commu- | 


The resolution lies over, under the rule. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


The following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. Auuen, its 
Clerk: 


Mr. Prestpenr: The House of Representatives agrees to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill of the House 
(No. 535) entitled ‘An act to confirm the land claiin of cer- 
tain pueblos and towns in the Territory of New Mexico,” 
and to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
356) “ for the relief of Roswell Minard, father of Theodore 
Minard, deceased ;”? and disagrees to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 218) “for the benefit of the 
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captors of the British brig Caledonia, in the war of 181° 3? 


and to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. | 


366) “for the relief of John Duncan.” 

Mr. HALE. I wish to makea single sugges- 
tion in regard to these bills. It seems that the 
House have acted under a misapprehension of 
the 2lst joint rule as we have. [t was so suggest- 
ed to me by a member of the House, and it turns 
out that these bills were improperly before them. 
I think the better way would be to lay them all 
on the table for the present, until some further 
action can be had @pon them. 

The bills were ordered to lie on the table. 


PETITIONS. 
Mr. GWIN presented the petition of Charles 
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Abert, an attorney-at-law, praying to be allowed | 
the balance of his fees for professional services in | 
connection with the Washington aqueduct, re- | 
jected by Captain Meigs on the settlement of his | 
accounts; which was ordered to lie on the table. | 

He also presented the petition of D. G, Farra- | 
gut, a captain in the Navy, praying to be allowed | 


the amount of compensation estimated by the | 


Navy Department for the commandant of the Cal- 
ifornia navy-yard, during the time he was in com- 
mand; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented the petition of D. G. Farra- | 
gut, a Capsain inthe Navy, praying to be allowed | 
an amount paid by him to two masters’ mates en- | 
listed by him, under authority of the Navy De- 


partment, which was rejected on the settlement of 
his accounts; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Mr. JONES presented three petitions of citi- 
zens of Lowa, praying for the establishment of a 


mailroute from McGregor toSt. Charles, in Floyd | 


county, in that State; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 


Mr. RICE presented a memorial of the Legis- 


for the improvement of the Mississippi river, 

from the mouth of the Minnesota river to Sauk 

Rapids; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 


ture of Minnesota, praying for an appropriation | 


for the improvement of the Mississippi river at 


> ~~ . ic > ie > | . . 
3eef Slough bar; which was ordered to lie on the | On motion of Mr. MASON, it was 


table. 
He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota, praying for an appropriation 


| 
| 


for the improvement of the St. Croix river; which | 


was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a meniorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota, praying an amendment of an 
act granting lands to that State for railroad pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a memorial of the Legislature || 
of Minnesota, praying for a grant of land to aid | 


in the construction of a railroad from Winona 
via La Crescent and Brownsville, to the point of 
junction with the Milwaukee and Mississippi 


road, at the southwestern boundary line of the | 


State; which was ordered to lie on the table 


He also presented amemorial of the Legislature | 


of Minnesota, praying a grant of land to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from the confluence 
of the southern branch of Root river to Sioux 
Falls City; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


i oi A coe : 
He also presented a memorial of the Legislature || privilege and for stationery. 
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of Minnesota, praying that grants of land may 
be made for the establishment of agricultural 
colleges in that and other States, and that a home- 
stead of one hundred and sixty acres of land may 


be granted to actual settlers; which was ordered | 


to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota, praying for a grant of land to 
aid in the construction of the Ninninger, St. Pe- 
ters and Western railroad; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota for an appropriation to com- 
plete the Mendota and Big Rien river military 
road; also, for an appropriation to aid in the con- 
struction of a wagon road from some point on 
Lake Superie:, in Minnesota, to the South Pass 
in the Rocky Mountains; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a n:emorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota, praying for an appropriation 
to complete the Point Douglas and St. Louis river 
— road; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
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ture of Minnesota for an appropriation to defray 
the expenses of expeditions against hostile In- 
dians in the Territory of Minnesota; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota, in relation to certain appro- 
priations giade by Congress for the Territory of 
Minnesota; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota, praying that appropriations 
| may be made to indemnify the State of Minne- 
| sota for certain expenditures on account of debts 
incurred in its territorial condition; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented nineteen memorials praying 
for the establishment of certain mail routes; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Be- 
gislature of Minnesota in favor of an overland 
route from the Mississippi river to the Pacific 
ocean; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota relative to the Sioux and Win- 
nebago reservations; which was ordered to lie on 


|| the table. 


He also presented joint resolutions of the Le- 


gislature of Minnesota praying for the early es- 
tablishment of a mail route, and tri-weekly mail 
from Chatfield, in Fillmore county, to Winne- 
bago city, in Farribault county, via High For- 
est, Brownsville, Lansing, Moscow, Sumner, and 
Bancroft. Also,a mail route and weekly mail 
from Owatonna to Vernon, in Blue Earth county, 
via Meriden and Wilton; also, for a mail route and 
weekly mail from Hastings, in Dakota county, to 
Saint Peters, in Nicollet county, via Lakeviile, 
| Wheatland, and Lexington; which were ordered 
| to lie on the table. c 


|| He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
lature of Minnesota, praying for anappropriation | 


ture of Minnesota, praying for a grant of land to 
| aid in the construction of certain railroads therein 
named; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
| PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
| On motion of Mr. STUART, it was 


Ordered, That J. M. Gilbert have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers. 


Ordered, That John Good have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


leave to introduce the following bills: 





Mr. RICE gave notice of his intention to ask 


A bill for the erection of a building at St. Paul, | 


for a public depository, custom-house, post office, 
| court-rooms, and other United States offices; 

A bill for an overland mail from St. Paul to 
Puget Sound; 

A bill for an appropriation for a wagon road 
from Fort Abercrombie via Fort Union, to the 
Pacific; and 


A bill making an appropriation to defray the 


expenses of Captain Starkey’s company of vol- | 
unteers, called into service by Governor Medary, 


| Governor of the late Territory of Minnesota. 
Mr. IVERSON gave notice of his intention to 
| ask leave to introduce a bill to abolish the frank- 


ing privilege of members of Congress, and sub- | 


| stitute a commutation in money for the franking 


Pursuant to the resolution adopted on Tuesday | 
last, the Senate proceeded to the election of an | 


assistant doorkeeper, in the place of Mr. Isaac 
| Holland, deceased. 


cessary to a choice, 24; of which— 


| - Min, CoB. Jones received. o..ccecccdsses csocces coos SI 
Bilt COBEN caccnc vecevescceces eoscccescee 12 
Mr. Bassett..... G8 seesescocee arr 0660ce vese sess 3 


| Mr. Nelson..... 6 SS Se eaecdc cvccccesceccsbede 6 seve 1 


| Mr. Jones having received a majority of all the 
| votes given, was declared duly elected. 


The whole number of votes given was 47; ne- | 
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standing committees of the House for the present 
session: 

Committee of Elections—William W. Boyce of 
South Carolina, John W. Stevenson of Kentucky, 
Israel Washburn of Maine, Lucius Q. C. Lamar 
of Mississippi, Ezra Clark, jr., of Connecticut, 
John A. Gilmer of North Carolina, John V. 
Wright of Tennessee, James Wilson of Indiana, 
and James M. Cavanaugh of Minnesota. 

Of Ways and Means—-John S. Phelps of Mis- 
souri, John Letcher of Virginia, H.. Winter Davis 
of Maryland, James ¥. Dowdell of Alabama, 
William A. Howard of Michigan, Martin J. 
Crawford of Georgia, Justin S. Morrill of Ver- 
mont, William B. Maclay of New York, and 
Henry M. Phillips of Pennsylvania. 

Of Claims—Samuel 8. Marshall of Iilinois, Miles 
Taylor of Louisiana, John C. Kunkel of Penn- 
sylvania, Thomas G. Davidson of Louisiana, 
Henry C. Goodwin of New York, Sydenham 
Moore of Alabama, Samuel Arnold of Connecti- 
cut, Horace Maynard of Tennessee, and James 
Jackson of Georgia. 

On Commerce—John Cochrane of New York, 
John 8S. Muillson of Virginia, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne of Illinois, W. Porcher Miles of South Car- 
olina, Edward Wade of Ohio, James A. Stall- 
worth of Alabama, George Eustis of Louisiana, 
James Landy of Pennsylvania, and Linus B. 
Comins of Massachusetts. 

On Public Lands—Williamson R. W. Cobb of 
Alabama, John McQueen of South Carolina, 
Henry Bennett of New York, John G. Davis of 
Indiana, Thomas Ruffin of North Carolina, Joshua 
Hill of Georgia, Wiiliam Montgomery of Penn- 
sylvania, Joseph C. McKibbin of California, and 
Muscoe R. H. Garnett of Virginia. 

On the Post Office and Post Roads—William H. 
English of Indiana, Paulus Powell of Virginia, 
John M. Wood of Maine, Charles L. Scott of 
California, Valentine B. Horton of Ohio, Timo- 
thy Davis of lowa, James Craig, of Missouri, 
Reuben Davis of Mississippi, and John D.C. At- 
kins of Tennessee. 

For the District of Columbia—W illiam O. Goode 
of Virginia, Thomas F. Bowie of Maryland, Ed- 
ward Dodd of New York, Henry C. Burnett of 
Kentucky, Edward Joy Morris of Pennsylvania, 
Augustus R. Wright of Georgia, Sidney Dean 
of Connecticut, Alfred M. Scales of North Caro- 
lina, and Elijah Ward of New York. 

On the Judiciary—George S. Houston of Ala- 
bama, John S. Caskie of Virginia, Mason W. 
Tappan of New Hampshire, Burton Craige of 
North Carolina, Charles Billinghurst of Wiscon- 
sin, Miles Taylor of Louisiana, Charles Ready 
of ‘Tennessee, Henry Chapman of Pennsylvania, 
and Horace F. Clark of New York. 

On Revolutionary Clains—Samuel 8. Cox of 
Ohio, George Taylor of New York, Isaiah D. 
Clawson of New Jersey, Aaron H. Cragin of 
New Hampshire, James Jackson of Georgia, 
Owen Lovejoy of Illinois, Jabez L. M. Curry of 
Alabama, Henry L. Dawes of Massachusetts, 
and Zebulon B. Vance of North Carolina. 

On Public Expenditures—John M. Elliott of 
Kentucky, Henry A. Edmundson of Virginia, 
John Covode of Pennsylvania, Jaeob R. Wor- 
tendyke of New Jersey, John M. Parker of New 
York, Joseph R. Cockerill of Ohio, William 
Kellogg of Illinois, James M. Gregg of Indiana, 
and E. P. Walton of Vermont. 

On Private Land Claims—John M.Sandidge of 
Louisiana, Joseph C. McKibbin of California, 
Aaron Harlan of Ohio, William T. Avery of Ten- 
nessee, Cadwalader C. Washburn of Wisconsin, 
Francis P. Biair of Missouri, George S. Hawkins 
of Florida, Reuben E. Fenton of New York, and 
Charles J. Gilman of Maine. 

On Manufactures—W illiam D. Bishop of Con- 


| necticut, Albert G. Watkins of Tennessee, Phile- 


On motion of Mr. MASON, the Senate then || 


adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 9, 1858. 


| by Rev. J. L. Exuiorr. 


The Journal of Tuesday last was read and ap- 
proved, 


| STANDING COMMITTEES. 
! TheSPEAKER announced the following asthe || 


Prayer 


mon Bliss of Ohio, Sherrard Clemens of Virginia, 
Nathaniel B. Durfee of Rhode Island, John A. 
Ahl of Pennsylvania, James B. Ricaud of Mary- 


‘| land, Henry M. Shaw of North Carolina, and 


Stephen C. Foster of Maine. 

On Agriculture—William G. Whiteley of Del- 
aware, Lawrence W. Hall of Ohio, William H. 
Kelsey of New York, John Huyler of New Jer- 
sey, Richard Mott of Ohio, James B. Foley of 
Indiana, James L. Gillis of Pennsylvania, Robert 
P. Trippe of Georgia, and William H. Keira of 
Pennsylvania. 


On Indian Affairs—Alfred B. Greenwood of 
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Arkansas, E118. Shorter of Alabama, Benjamin F. 
Leiter of Ohio, Samuel! H. Woodson of Missouri, 
Schuyler Colfax of Indiana, William F. Russell 
of New York, Charlies L. Scott of California, 
Silas M. Burroughs of New York, and Guy M. 
Bryan of ‘Texas. 

On Military Affairs—Charles J. Faulkner of 
Virginia, John H. Savage of ‘Tennessee, Hum- 
pbhrey Marshall of Kentucky, Benjamin Stanton 
of Ohio, Milledge L. Bonham of Soath Carolina, 
Samuel R. Curus of lowa, George H. Pendleton 
of Ohio, James Buffinton of Massachusetts, and 
John J. McRae of Mississippi. 

On the Militia—Israel 'T. Hatch of New York, 
Albert G. Watkins of Tennessee, Anthony E. 


Roberts of Pennsylvania, Thomas F. Bowie of || 


Maryland, Cydnor B. Tompkins of Olio, Ed- 
ward A. Warren of Arkansas, Aaron Shaw of 
Illinois, Albert G. Jenkins of Virginia, and Eli 
‘Thayer of Massachusetts. 

On Naval iffairs—Thomas 8. Bocock of Vir- 
ginia, Thomas B. Florence of Pennsylvania, 
‘Timothy Davis of Massachusetts, Warren Wins- 
low of North Carolina, James L. Seward of Geor- 
gia, John Sherman of Ohio, Erastus Corning of 
New York, Freeman H. Morse of Maine, and 
George 8. Hawkins of Florida. 


On Foreign Affairs—George W. Hopkins of | 


Virginia, James B. Clay of Kentucky, Anson 
surlingame of Massachusetts, William Barksdale 
of Mississippi, Daniel E. Sickles of New York, 
David Ritchie of Pennsylvania, William S. Groes- 
beck of Ohio, Llomer EK. Royce of Vermont, and 
Lawrence O’B. Branch of North Carolina. 

On the Territories—Alexander H. Stephens of 
' Georgia, William Smith of Virginia, Galusha A. 
Grow of Pennsylvania, James Hughes of Indi- 
ana, Felix K. Zollicotfer of Tennessee, Amos P. 
Granger of New York, John B. Clark of Mis- 
souri, Chauncey L. Knapp of Massachusetts, and 
Clement L. Vallandighbam of Ohio. 

On Revolutionary Pensions—John Hickman of 
Pennsylvania, Henry M. Shaw of North Caro- 
lina, Robert 4. Hall of Massachusetts, Paul Lei- 
dy of Pennsylvania, John M. Parker of New 
York, Sherrard Clemens of Virginia, Nehemiah 
Abbott of Maine, John F. Potter of Wisconsin, 
and John F. Farnsworth of Iliimois. 

On Invalid Pensions—Joshua H. Jewett of 
Kentucky, ‘Thomas B. Florence of Pennsylvania, 
George RK. Robbins of New Jersey, John H. Sav- 
age of ‘Tennessee, Calvin C. Chattee of Massa- 
chusetts, Joseph Burns of Ohio, Thomas L. An- 
derson of Missouri, Charles Case of Indiana, and 
George W. Palmer of New York. 

On Roads and Canals—George W. Jones of 
Tennessee, Albert G. Talbot of Kentucky, 
Samuel G. Andrews of New York, John C, Ma- 
son of Kentucky, John Thompson of New York, 
Edward A. Warren of Arkansas, David 8S. Wal- 
bridge of Michigan, Isaac N. Morris of Lilinois, 
and Daniel W. Gooch of Massachusetts. 

On Patents—James A. Stewart of Maryland, 
Wilson Reilly of Pennsylvania, John R. kdie of 
Pennsylvania, William EK. Niblack of Indiana, 
and William D. Brayton of Rhode Island. 

Qn Public Buildings and Grounds—Lawrence 
M. Keitt of South Carolina, Samuel O. Peyton 
of Kentucky, Edwin LB. Morgan of New York, 
Lawrence W. Hall of Ohio, and Samuel A. Pur- 
viance of Pennsylvania. 

On Revisal and Unfinished Business—William L. 
Dewart of Pennsylvania, Joseph Miller of Ohio, 
Dewitt C. Leach of Michigan, Guy M. Bryan of 
‘Texas, and Judson W. Sherman of New York. 

On Iccounts—John A, Searmg of New York, 
Paulus Powell of Virginia, John Dick of Penn- 
sylvania, Jacob M. Kunkel, of Maryland, and 
Francis E. Spinner of New York. 

On Mileage—Robert Smith of Lilinois, Ambrose 
S. Murray of New York, J. Morrison Harris of 
Meryl: William W. Phelps of Minnesota, 
and Henry Waldron of Michigan. 

On Engraving—Garnett B. Adrain of New Jer- 
sey, Israei I’. Hatch of New York, and Warner 
L. Underwood of Kentucky. 

On Expenditures in the State Department—Owen 
Jones of Pennsylvania, Jabez L. M. Curry of 
Alabama, John A. Bingham of Ohio, William T. 
Avery of Tennessee, and Charles B. Hoard of 
New York. 

On Expenditures in the Treasury Department— 
William Lawrence of Ohio, Allison White of 
Pennsylvania, David Kilgere of Indiana, Jacob 
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M. Kunkel of Maryland, and Lucius J. Gartrell 
| of Georgia. 

| On Expenditures in the War Department—Wiil- 
son Reilly of Pennsylvania, Clark B. Cochrane 
of New York, Joseph R. Cockerill of Ohio, 
| William Stewart of Pennsylvania, and John V. 
Wright of Tennessee. 


» 
On Expenditures in the Navy Department—John | 


B. Haskin of New York, Joseph Miller of Ohio, 
Emory B. Pottle of New York, Paulus Powell of 

| Virginia, and Reuben Davis of Mississippi. 
On Expenditures in the Post Office Department— 
Albert G. Tatbot of Kentucky, John H. Reagan of 


| Texas, George W. Palmer of New York, Joseph | 


| Burns of Ohio, and James B. Foley of Indiana. 
On Expenditures on the Public Buildings—Alli- 
son White of Pennsylvania, George Taylor of 


Néw York, Cadwalader C. Washburn of Wis- || 


| consin, Joseph Miller of Ohio, and Abram B. 
| Olin of New York. 
Joint Committee on the Library—William H. 


Dimmick of Pennsylvania, Warren Winslow of || 
North Carolina, and John U. Pettit, of Indiana. | 


Joint Committee on Printing—Samuel A. Smith 


of Tennessee, Otho R. Singleton of Mississippi, || 


,and Matthias H. Nichols of Ohio. 

Joint Committee on Enrolled Billsk—Thomas G. 
Davidson of Louisiana, and James Pike of New 
| Hampshire. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I de- 


sire to give notice to the House, that on to-mor- 
| row I shall ask leave to introduce a bill for an act 
authorizing the people of the several organized 
Territories of the United States to provide through 


their respective Legislatures for the appointment | 
or election of their Governors, judges, and all 


other territorial officers, in such mode or manner 
| as said Legislatures may by law determine. 
I also desire to give notice that I shall introduce 
a bill for an act providing for the admission of 
| sugar and salt into all the ports of the United 
States free of duty. 
I also desire to give notice that on Tuesday 


; next I shall introduce a bill for an act to amend | 


the naturalization laws. 


CASE OF JUDGE WATROUS. 
The SPEAKER stated that the business first 


in order was the consideration of the report of || 


| the Committee on the Judiciary, in reference to 
the case of Judee John C. Watrous. 

| [See Appendix for the reports of the committee. } 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the 

| usual order in a case of this kind would be first 


to read the reports of the two branches of the com- | 


mittee. Ido not know that the House desires to 
| have those reports read at this time. That is the 
usual course, however, and unless some gentle- 


' man indicates a desire that a different course shall | 
be pursued, | will ask for the reading of those | 


|} reports. 

Mr. READY. By the request of the minority 
of the committee with which I act, and in behalf 
| of some other gentlemen who, | am advised, de- 

sire to be heard in reference to.the charges which 
| have been preferred against Judge Watrous, and 
| who have not had an opportunity to look into the 
| reports and into the testimony upon which they 
/are founded, I ask that the consideration of this 

case may be postponed until an early day—say 
/ until Thursday of next week. I am advised by 
one of the members of the committee that he has 
| never been furnished with a copy of the reports 
}and testimony, or with the record that has been 


he has been wholly unable to procure it, and it is 
| therefore but justice to that member of the com- 
mittee, as well as other gentlemen who may de- 
| sire to be heard upon the subject, that they should 
| have an opportunity to look into the reports and 
| testimony, which is very voluminous. I there- 
fore move that the further consideration of the 
| case be postponed until Thursday of next week, 
/and made the special order for that day. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose that the consid- 
_ eration of this case will, in all likelihood, occupy 


| quite a number of days, during which the gen- 
feata who have not had an opportunity to ex- 
| amine the documents in the case, will have an 
| opportunity of doing so. If, however, the House 
desires further time to examine it before going 

\| into its consideration, I do not wish to seem to 
‘| be desirous of pressing a case of this kind pre- 


GLOBE. 


| 
| Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, 
| suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee 


| made up in the case, in any form or shape; that i] 


Now, sir, those documents have been upon our 


December 9, 
_maturely to a vote in the House. There is one 
thing, however, which I ask gentlemen to take 
into consideration before they vote to postpone to 





|, any day in advance of this time, which is, that 


if the case should ultimately go to the Senate for 
trial, it would consume, necessarily, a large por- 
tion of the time of the Senate. If we therefore 
propose that the Senate shall act upon it during 
this session of Congress, there is no time to be 
lost in sending it there, so that they may take the 
necessary steps to have the witnesses here, and 
be ready to go into the investigation. Ido not 
like to resist the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Reapy,] bug it does seem to me 
that the objects which he has in view may be as 
_ well attained during the progress of the debate by 
commencing to-day and continuing it until some 
future day. 


I hope the 


| (Mr. Reapy]. will be agreed to by the House. It 
will be recollected that this report came in at the 
| heel of the last session, probably one or two days 
| before the adjournment. A portion of the testi- 
mony had then been printed, and the remainder 
| was printed afterwards; but as a member of the 
_ Judiciary Committee, not agreeing in my conclu- 
| sions in reference to this case with the gentleman 
| who has just taken his seat, I should like to have 
| further time to look into the matter. Although 


|| a member of the committee who agreed in the re- 


port which was made—if any report was made, 
| for a majority of the committee could not concur 
| in any report—I have not had time to look into 
| all the documents, which I understand amount to 
| some eighteen hundred or two thousand printed 
| pages. i presume but few members of the House 
| have looked into the documents of the case since 
the adjournment of the first session of this Con- 
gress. If the members of this committee have 
not had the opportunity of refreshing their recol- 
lections as to what took place in the committee 
room, I take it for granted thata great majority of 
the members of the House have not done it. Inas- 
much, therefore, as this decision of the House 
upon this case in future may be quoted as a pre- 


|| cedent—for upon the subject of impeachments, we 


are now almost wholly without precedent—the 
House ought not to.go into the investigation with- 
out giving every member who desires it an op- 
portunity of looking into the important questions 
involved in the inquiry. I am as anxious as the 
gentleman who has taken his seat, that this matter 
should be brought to a termination, but at the 
same time it is due to the country, it is due to the 
defendant, it is due to the House, that an inquiry 
_ involving so grave and important questions should 
| not be touched lightly. Iam perfectly satisfied 
that there is not a member of this House who is 
prepared to give the matter that calm, careful, and 
deliberate investigation which its importance de- 
mands. I hope, therefore, that the proposition 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, to postpone it 
for one week, will be agreed to by the House. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. It is disagreeable 
to oppose a motion for the postponement of a 
case So serious, grave, and important as this; but 
| [think the affairs of the country and the affairs 
of this Congress, both as existing upon our Cal- 
endar, and which may come before us. in future 
days, press upon us so heavily as to require us 
to act with due caution and due investigation with 
reference to the case now presented to us, and 
with reference to other cases which are made spe- 
cial orders for other days now hastening upon us. 
I have no doubt that the House is now as well 
prepared to go on with the investigation of this 
case as it ever will be prepared—I do not mean 
for a decision upon the question of impeachment, 
but for examination and argument. 


| tables for some weeks; they have been within the 
| reach of members during the recess; they have 
|| had ample time to read all that has been said and 
|| written upon the case, as it is now presented. 

| Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. The gen- 
| tleman says these documents have been on our 
| tables for some weeks, and that members have 
_had abundant opportunity to investigate them. 
Now, I would ask the gentleman from New York, 
although heisaremarkably diligent man, whether 
he has, during the recess, found time to read these 
documents? 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 


| 
| 





| 
{ 





I will answer my 
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concerned, as well as a due regard for the 
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friend with pleasure, that I have not had time to 
give the case that careful examination which its 


T 


:mportance seemed to require; but I have exam- | 


ined it sufficiently, and I believe a majority of the 
House has examined it sufficiently, to take up the 
case at once, with the spatemadinn that in the 
course of the debate, we may be able to come to 
a comprehensive and proper conclusion. I do not 
pretend to say that the House is now prepared to 
decide; but I believe that we may most expedi- 
tiously come to that decision by taking up this 
case at the presenttime. The point I make is not 
that I object to the postponement because the par- 
ties are in readiness, but that I object to the post- 


ponement because the most properand expeditious | 
inethod of arriving at a proper conclusion is by 


taking up the case at this present pent What 
will be the effect of postponing this case until 
next week?. Gentlemen will come here on the 
day to which itis postponed in precisely the same 


state of preparatien in which they are now; and | 


they will listen to the arguments with the same 
information; they will gsten to the discussion 
with the same conviction with which they will 
listen now, if the argument and discussion are to 
proceed at this time. 


If gentlemen, with the | 


documents in their possession, could not and did || 


not examine the case during the recess of several 
months, I ask what hope there is that during the 
seven days to intervene between this day and the 
day of the proposed postponement, when mem- 
bers have before them all the business to be con- 
sidered and acted upon during this short session, 
that members will take it up and investigate it 
more diligently? It seems to me that simple jus- 


tice towards the party accused and the party most | 


ignity 
and interests of the country, which are in some 
degree involved, even by the mooting of a ques- 
tion of impeachment of a high judicial function- 
ary, requires that we should now proceed to con- 
sider the case at the time to which, with due de- 
liberation at the last session, we agreed it should 
be postponed. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. Speaker, I do not rise 
for the purpose of specifically resisting the prop- 
osition which has been made to continue this case 


until Thursday of next week; for I am willing | 


that the House should consult its own disposition 
on the subject. So far as I am personally con- 
cerned, | am ready to proceed with the discussion 


at once; but if it be deemed necessary to the con- | 
venience of members, and a fair and full examin- | 


ation of the case on their part, that there should 
be a postponement until Thursday next, | have 
no desire to throw obstacles in the way of such 
postponement. I rise, Mr. Speaker, particularly 
for the purpose of invoking the attention of the 
members of this House to the fullest investiga- 
tion of this case. It is one of such magnitude and 


importance as to demand from them, I think, their | 
It de- || 


mands their attention as well from a necessity to | 


closest and most serious consideration. 


settle the manner of proceeding in cases of im- 


peachment, as a regard for the interests of, not | 
Texas alone, but of all the States of the Union. | 
What more serious and important subject can | 


attract our attention than the purity and dignity 


of the national judiciary? Therefore, if it be de- | 


termined that the case shall not be taken up this 
morning, but that, on the contrary, it shall be 


postponed for a few days, I ask members to be- | 
stow some attention upon it in the interim; for it 


is one of a magnitude unequaled by any case of 
impeachment ever presented for the action of this 
Congress, or ever presented for the action of the 
Parliament of England, if we except only the great 
East India case of Warren Hastings. I trust that 
the case will not be permitted to be delayed by 
postponements from day to day; but, on the con- 
trary, that when it is taken up, it will be pushed 
toa decision one way or the other. Efforts to 
bring an pales to trial have been made in two 
preceding Congresses. Memorials were presented 
at the beginning of this Congress, and an investi- 
gation was ordered by the House, and reportsare 
now before us from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. We are told by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Reapy,] that a vol- 
ume of evidence and papers in the case have been 
preedditing some fourteen hundred pages. The 
facts involved are before the House. I doubt not 
that the present postponement is asked for in good 
faith, and not for the purpose of delay, but to af- 


———E_ 
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| this day week. 


ford an opportunity for an examination of the 
documents in the case,and I do not, | repeat, ob- 
ject to it; but [do ask the House to resist any 
urther delay. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Speaker, I do not pro- 
pose to consume the time of the House at any 
great length, but only to give the reasons why I 
shall vote in favor of the postponement. We are 
told by gentlemen of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, honorable gentlemen, and on their personal 
responsibility, gentlemen to whom we have a right 
to look, and to whom we shall look, for an expo- 
sition of the facts connected with this case, that 
they desire time to prepare for a proper presenta- 
tion of the facts to the House. ‘They state that, 
as a matter of fact, they desire a postponement of 
the discussion, in order to give themselves, and 
any others who may wish to participate in the 
debate, time. Speaking for themselves alone, it 
is a request that it seems to me it would be entirely 
ungracious to deny; and when, in that view of the 
case, without stopping to inquire whether they 
have been negligent or prompt in preparation; 


= 


without stopping to inquire whether they might | 


have done things which they say they have not 
done; without stopping to inquire whether they 
might, by the use of due diligence, have been pre- 


pared or not, they tell us, as a matter of fact, that | 
| they are not prepared, | think it 1s due to them, 


and due to ourselves, to give them the postpone- 


ment of one week which they ask; and I shall 


accordingly vote for it. 

Mr.SHORTER. Iwas not present in the Hall 
when the motion was made for postponement; 
but I understand that it was moved K the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Reapy] th 


be substituted for next Thursday, for the reason 
that Friday of next week is assigned for the con- 


sideration of a claim in which citizens of Georgia | 
| and Alabama are interested, and that, as this case | 


at the fur- | 
| ther consideration of this case be postponed until 


L hope that Tuesday week will | 


will consume more than oneday, that special order | 


will, practically, be superseded. I am in favor of 
postponement, and will vote for it, but lask that 


‘Tuesday week, instead of Thursday of next week, | 


be fixed as the day. 
Mr. READY. 
for Thursday, or for any other day. 
desire is to give the House sufficient time to loo 
into the testimony, which is very voluminous, 
and to understand this case. 
of the House to postpone it a few days longer 


than I have asked, | have no objection; nor am | 


If it be the pleasure | 


I disposed to say that I would object to even a | 


shorter time. I simply wish the House to have 
an opportunity to understand this subject, which, 
J agree with the lronorable gentleman from Texas, 
is one of vast magnitude to the individual against 
whom the charges are preferred, as well as to the 
country; and therefore I think the subject ought 


not to be acted on withouta full understanding of || 


it by the House. 

By the gentleman’s permission, I will say fur- 
ther, by way of explanation, that the testimony 
in this case perhaps embraces upwards of a thou- 


| 


sand pages; and the depositions alone, which | 


were taken by the committee at the last ses- 
sion, cover nearly five hundred pages. 


volume to more than a thousand pages. It would 


be utterly impossible, in the course of an ar- | 


gument of an hour, to analyze and collate this 
immense mass of testimony so as to make it 


There | 
| is a large amount of record evidence, besides the 
| depositions that were taken, swelling the whole 


intelligible to any gentleman who has not taken | 
the time to read it for himself; and I have under- | 


| stood from various gentlemen, even since | made | 


the motion, that they have never looked into any | 
portion of the testimony, and are therefore totally | 


unprepared to vote in the matter. I think, there- 
fore, that there is great propriety in a postpone- 
ment of this case; but | beg to assure my friend 
from Texas, {Mr. Reacan,] that | make this 


motion in good faith, and not for the purpose of | 


defeating the speedy action of this House. If it 


comports with the views of the House to fix any | 


other day than tiat which [ first designated, | 
have no objection. 


Mr. SHORTER. 
sion, during the last session, to examine this case 


Mr. Speaker, I had occa- | 


somewhat, and was then satisfied that it would 
require several days before the House could dis- | 


pose of it. For that reason I suggested to 
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gentleman from Tennessee that, if this case be 
»ostponed for one week from to-day, it would 
interfere with the special order for Friday of next 
week. I am not disposed to defeat the investiga- 
tion of this case, because I think the charge 
against Judge Watrous isa grave and serious one. 
But [ wish also to do justice to those parties who 
are interested in the Alabama and Georgia claims; 
and, if we substitute next Tuesday instead of 
next Thursday, I think it will be satisfactory to 
ail parties who are in favor of postponement. If 
next Thursday is to be selected, I prefer to go on 
now with the investigation of this case, rather 
than to have it interfere with the special order of 
next week. I hope the gentleman from Tennes- 
see will accept that amendment, and substitute 
next Tuesday week instead of next Thursday. 
Mr. CHAPMAN. I am surprised that this 
proposition to postpone the hearing of this case 
to another day has been made, because any one 
who is familiar with the case, and has a know!- 


, edge of the length of time that it required the 


Committee on the Judiciary to investigate it, 
must be satisfied that, if it be postponed in this 
House from day to day, although it may be finally 


| determined to impeach Judge Watrous, there will 


be no time for the Senate to make a thorough in- 
vestigation of the case. It will be recollected that 


| it was on my motion, before the adjournment of 
_ last session, that this case was postponed till to- 


day; and [| made that motion then for precisely 
the same reasons that have now been assigned by 
the gentleman from Tennessee. [understood him 
to say that, notwithstanding he was a most dili- 
vent and industrious member of that committee, 
yresent throughout the whole investigation, he 
as not had an opportunity fully to investigate it. 
He has had the same opportunity which the other 
members of the committee have had. He has had 
the whole of the last session toconsider it, and has 
had the whole of the interval; and | am sure that 
if he shall ever be prepared to decide this case, 
that preparation will be consequent on such dis- 
cussion as may grow out of the case on its being 


/ taken up. 


I have no special preference || 
My 7 


Why should we postpone the consideration of 
the case for an hour? ‘This time was deliberately 
assigned at the last session. The notice was then 
given that the opportunity should be embraced 
to investigate the case. Who knows whether, 
on the day proposed to be fixed for the consider- 


| ation of the case, another proposition might not 


be made for further postponement; and thus the 
matter be dragged along in this Hall until it shall 
be out of the qugstion to have Judge Watrous tried 
before the Senate, and until thus the same fate 


| which the other investigations have met shall be- 


fall thisalso? Itstrikes me that there can be no 
objection to the opening of the discussion in this 


case, and then, if afterwards there shall be any 


| ness on hand for these three days. 


‘ 


actual necessity for a postponement for a few 
days, I may not, perhaps, interpose an objection. 
sut I see an advantage in opening the investiga- 
tion at this time, and in going into the discussion. 
Instead of members suffering a disadvantage from 
it, they will derive an advantage, and be the better 
prepared to decide the case. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I think there is one advantage 
to be found in going on with this case to-day. 
To-day, and to-morrow, and next day, it willin- 
terfere with nothing else. There is no other busi- 
ness set down for either of these three days; and 
therefore members of the House wiil be perfectly 
free to pay attention to the case. If, at the end 
of three days, it should be found that further time 
will be requisite in order to have a defense made 
on the part of Judge Watrous, then, I presume, the 
House will be willing to accord further time. But 
these three days are, perhaps, the best tiiat could 
be selected in the whole session for the hearing 
of this case. Members will come quite unpreju- 
diced to the consideration of this case, simpl 
from the fact that it interferes with no other busi- 
ness. None of us have any other pressing busi- 
I know very 
little about this case, almost nothing, and am 
waiting to hear statements of the case from gen- 
tlemen on either side of the question. I may say, 
for myself, that I prefer sitting here and listening 
during these three days than at any other time 
that could be fixed, because no other business in- 
terferes with it. 


Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, 


e | I recognize the importance of this case, and the 
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propriety of the euggestions of the gentleman 
from Texas. It is a case of great importance to 
the individual who is involved, and of great im- 
portance to Texas,and tothecountry. But, sir, 
in a case of such magnitude we should act with 
some sort of system. ‘The case has been set down 
for to-day, on a motion made at the last session of 
Congress, and members have had an opportunity 
to read and weigh the testimony; but now a prop- 
osition is made to postpone it further. We are 
setting here somewhat as a court, to which a 
ea is made to continue a cause that had 
een set down for trial. Now, sir, 1 have heard 
what has been urged by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Tennessee, (Mr. Reapy,] and I have 
heard the suggestions of other gentlemen all round 
the House, but Il have not heard sufficient reasons 
assigned why this case should be continued. If 
the members of this House, who have to decide 
upon it, have not had an opportunity during the 
recess to examine the mass of testimony, can it be 
believed for a moment that in the short interval of 
time between this and next Thursday—for that, 
I believe, is the day to which it ts now proposed 
to postpone the case—members will come up any 
better prepared to decide upon it? I apprehend 
not, sir. I say, therefore, it is due to ourselves, 
sitting as a court, it is due to the committee, and 
due to the distinguished gentleman who is ar- 
raigned, that, for the reasons stated for this mo- 
tion, the case should not be continued. Members 
will not be taken by surprise. The case, I sup- 
ose, will be argued on both sides of the question 
ry the members of the committee, distinguished 
equally divided, and the HLouse permitted a report 
or statement to be presented by each branch of 
the committee. ‘ 

Well, now, 1 submit to the House whether, 
when the case has been so long pending, this being 
the attitude ofthe committee, and the case having 
been set down for to-day, upon what ground we 
can now vote tocontinue it? If it be postponed, 
it may interfere with other business that has been 
set down for other days. If it be put off ull Fri- 
day, it will, as was suggested by the gentleman 
from Alabama, (Mr. Suorrer,] interfere with 
private bill day, and besides that there will then 
be but two days in which to dispose of the case, 
unless it goes over to the following week. So far, 
therefore, as my action Is concerned, | should not 
feel justified in voting to continue this case until 
Thursda y. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. It strikes 
me that the gentleman from MaryJand 1s laboring 
under a slight mistake in comparing this motion 
fora postponement toa motion for a continuance 
of a case in court; and I am surprised that a gen- 
tleman occupying the position that he does should 
make such a mistake. We do not propose to put 
this case off to another term as a continuance 
would do, but only to postpone it to another day 
during the present term. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. I certainly 
differ from the gentleman from North Carolina in 
my appreciation of what the pending motion 1s. 
It is a proposition to continue the case, not to the 
next term, but to another day in the present term; 
and I hold that there is no sufficient reason for 
continuing it at all, 

Mr. MASON. This js an old case on this 
record. ithas been standing here, sir, ever since 
I was a member of this House—six or eight years 
ago, ‘This same Watrous case was here then. 
It came back here last year. Its here again at 
the commencement of this session; and L-hope 
the House will either put it off indefinitely, and 
never try it at all, or try itat once, if we are ever 
to have a hearing of it. Let us dispose of it in 
some way or other. If gentlemen have not been 
able to make up their opinions in one, two, three, 
four, or five years, they ought to do it im the sixth 
year. ‘The case has been here a long ume, and 
ought to be disposed of. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I shall object most sincerely 
and earnestly to the postponement of this case 
till next Thursdag, for the reason that I find al- 
ready upon the Private Calendar two hundred and 
thirty-five bills, and it will interfere with private 
bili day. I shall, therefore, object to the post- 
ponement; and I give notice now that I shall vote 
for no special orders that would interfere with 
private bill days. 


Mr. READY. 


| of the session. 
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gested by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. | 


Suorrer;} and my motion now is, to postpone 
the matter to next Tuesday week. 

Mr. BRYAN. As one of the Representatives 
of Texas, | would say, that whilst [ feel a deep 
interest in this question; yet this House has con- 
fided it to a committee, and I would wish to let 
that committee and the House take charge of it. 
If this House is willing to enter into the examin- 


ation to-day, I shall not object. But grave charges | 


have been preferred against an officer of this Gov- 


ernment; and it is due to him, as well as to the | 
| State, that a careful investigation should be made. 


We all know, sir, that when we go home we do 


| not always carry with us the reports and business | 
of Congress, and that we may neglect looking into | 
questions that may be assigned for the opening | 
I have been told, sir, that but re- | 
cently some of the members have received the | 
record, as given by the report of the committee. | 


If such be the fact, it may be important thata few 
days should be allowed to those who have not 


looked into the matter, or examined it; but | am | 
willing to leave the question to the House, and to | 


the direction of the Judiciary Commnittee. 
Mr. CLARK, of New York, obtained the floor. 
Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. With the 
permission of the gentleman from New York, | 


desire to say a word ortwo. Since the discussion | 


commenced I have had a conversation with a 
fellow member of the Judiciary Committee, and I 
ascertain that he has in his possession a book of 
this case of thirteen hundred and ninety-four 


pages; and I understand from him that it was all | 


printed before the adjournment of Congress. If 
so,1 had never seen it, and I was, therefore, some- 
what surprised to find that such a book was in 
existence. As a member of the committee, I know 
nothing of any such book of testimony. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York, resumed the floor. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I desire to make a single 
remark. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. I will yield to 
the gentleman for the purpose of explanation, if 
that is what he desires. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. It is merely for explana- 


tion, in reply to a remark made by the gentleman | 


from North Carolena. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. I desire to say 
a word upon the question of postponement; but 
will yield to the gentleman for explanation. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I stated 
that I had not seen the printed report before to- 
day, and knew nothing about it. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. The explanation I desire 
to make is in reply to the remark of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, that he had understood 
from a fellow member of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee that all the evidence was printed before the 
close of the last session of Congress. He mis- 
understood me. 
recollection, that all the evidence that was .mate- 
rial for the proper understanding of the case was 
printed before the adjournment. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I was right, 
then, in my first statement. There has beena 
book published since the adjournment, and with- 
out the authority of the committee. I do not 
know that the committee ever ordered the print- 
ing of any part of the evidence. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. I was on the 
Judiciary Committee of the House to whom this 
case of Judge Watrous was committed for inves- 
tigation, and I desire to say that, in my judgment, 
a sufficient postponement should be had to enable 
at least the members of the committee to refresh 
their recollection, and renew the examination of 
the very complicated and elaborate case that was 
presented before them. 

For one I am not unwilling to say, that although 
I gave what I supposed to be faithful attention to 
the case, such has been the obstruction thrown 


in the way of further reflection on the subject by 


the pressing engagements of the canvass in which 
the northern members have been engaged during 
the recess of Congress, that this additional time 


| is necessary to enable me to present to the House, 


as I deem it my duty to do, my own views upon 


| this case. 


I was one of those who came to the conclusion 
that the public interest did not require the im- 
peachment of Judge Watrous; and while I differ 


| fgagm other gentlemen on that committee, whose 
I accept the amendment sug- || ot 


ions are entitled to great weight, I think that 


I stated to him, according to my | 
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injustice would be done to myself and to those 
other members of the committee who agreed with 
me, if an opportunity should not be afforded us 
to reéxamine the testimony, free it from compli- 
cation, and condense it as it needs condensation, 
in order to present to the House clearly the views 
which have governed us in coming to the conclu- 
sions at which we have arrived. Certain it is, 


| that no harm can result from the postponement 


which is asked. I think I can safely say that no 
member of this House, especially among those 
from the northern States, has had up to this hour, 
since the full testimony has been before us, a 
reasonable opportunity to examine it. 

It was my intention to have examined this case 
during the recess, but after arriving at home, I 
found that the papers I had before me were not 
complete, and it was not until after the recess had 
passed, and within the last few hours, that the 
whole case in its entire form has been laid before 
me. Itseems to me that the suggestions for post- 
ponement are ‘reasonable, and that the granting 
of it would be more cor@pucive than detrimental 
to the interests of public justice. 

The question was taken; and the motion to 
postpone was not agreed to. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. Mr. Speaker, two memo- 
rials have been presented to the House, praying 
for the impeachment of Hon. John C. Watrous, 
judge of the district court of the United States 
for the State of Texas, one of them by Eliphas 
Spencer and the other by Jacob Mussina; each of 
them contains grave and serious charges, which if 
true, fully justify his impeachment by this House 
and his conviction by the Senate. 

It is alleged in the memorial of Spencer that 
Judge Watrous engaged in extensive speculations 
in real estate in his judicial district, where he knew 
the titles were in dispute, and that he employed 
his court as the means of promoting the inter- 
ests of himself and partners in the speculation and 
to secure an advantage over others with whom liti- 
gation was apprehended. The evidence which 
was adduced before the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, presents the following points: 

In the spring of 1850, Thomas M. League called 
at the office of Judge Watrous, in Galveston, 
Texas, and stated to him that he knew of an op- 
portunity to engage in a speculation in lands lying 

/on the Brazos river, which held out very great in- 
| ducements;and, although he wasa man of wealth, 
| he stated that he had not the necessary funds to 
avail himself of the opportunity. Whereupon 
| Judge Watrous proposed the introduction of some 
persons residing in the State of Alabama in the 
enterprise; and he accordingly wrote to them. 
Shortly after, two of them arrived in Galveston, 
and, with Thomas M. League, proceeded to the 
lands, which they viewed to their entire satisfac- 
tion. They returned to Galveston, and submitted 
the title papers to Judge Hughes, a lawyer of 
that place, for his opinion on the validity of the 
title, and made arrangements with him to bring 
suit. Frow and Price then returned to Alabama, 
and, in July following, Judge Watrous, accom- 
| panied by Eunee-omryine with them the title 
| papers—proceeded to Selma, Alabama, where 
| they met John W. Lapsley, Frow and Price, 
| Goldsby and Pluttenburg. A conference was held 
between these parties which lasted for several 
'days, and an arrangement was finally entered 
into. League held the title to this property, hav - 
ing acquired it from Mrs. St. John, through her 
trustees, Menard and Williams, and transferred 





| itto Lapsley. It was agreed that between seven 

and sight thousand dollars should be advanced, 
in order that League might comply with his con- 
‘tract with Mrs. St. John. The title which he 
thus held was derived under a Mexican grant or 
concession made in. 1832. 

Upon the legal title being vested in Lapsley, he 
executed a deed of trust, which declared that he 
held one half of this property for Judge Watrous 
and League, and the other half for himself, Frow 
and Price, Goldsby and Pluttenburg. ‘This deed 
has never yet been recorded, and although it con- 
tains a stipulation that it may be recorded, it does 
not contain any stipulation that it shall be re- 
| corded, as represented by Judge Watrous in his 
| answer. 
| Judge Watrousand League gave theirgeint note 
| for their portion of the purchase money, payable 
\in five years. The parties then separated. In 
| the month of October following, Lapsley wrote to 
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Judge Hughes, directing him to brine suit in 
Judge Watrous’s court, and, in the same letter, 
directed him to consult with Judge Watrous and 
Mr. League in relation to bringing the suits in 
that court. 

Hughes, on the 11th day of January, 1851, 


brought eleven suits. The writs were served on 
the defendants, and they appeared by their coun- 
sel. Howard and Swett appeared for Spencer, 
and John W. Taylor for the other defendants. 
The cases remained on the docket in Galveston 
until the winter of 1852, when, upon the applica- 
tion of Mr. Taylor, they were removed to Austin, 
it being within the district where the lands lie, 
and the defendants reside. Nothing was done 
with the cases there. They remained upon the 
docket until December, 1854, when Hughes ap- 
plied for their transfer to the circuit court of the 
United States at New Orleans for trial; and it was 
alleged upon the docket as a reason for their 
transfer, that Judge Watrous had an interest in 
the suits, and that he was related by blood or mar- 
riage to some of the parties, which latter fact does 
not appear. Some of these cases have been tried 
in New Orleans, and others remain to be tried. 
It is said that **a judge has as much right to 
purchase land as anybody else.’? This 1s not 
disputed. The abstract right no one will deny. 
He may, if he choose, unite with professional job- 
bers in the purchase of land; and although it is 
incompatible with the dignity of the bench, and 
unbecoming the judicial ermine, still it does not 
follow that his hands will be soiled by official im- 
purity. Itis, however, one step beyond his proper 
orbit. He has placed his foot upon the ice. Were 
this all that clouds the pathway of Judge Wat- 
rous, though in consideration of the high office 
he holds, we might deplore the step, yet he could 
not be impeached. But thisis notall. He em- 
barked in what may be termed a stupendous spec- 
ulation—not in the purchase of some beautiful 
retreat in the vicinity of Galveston, whence he 
might retire from the turmoil of the city, and in 
its quiet and repose, trim the lamp at the fountain 
of that great science which affords such ample 
scope for the employment of the mind, undis- 
turbed by the apprehension that there would be 
any to dispute his right, or that he had caused a 
yang to any human breast, or the reflection that 
te had driven its occupant from the possession of 
the premises into the houseless wilderness. No. 
{t was a gigantic speculation, embracing nearly 
sixty thousand acres, which were estimated by 
him or his friends, shortly after the purchase, to 
be worth nearly three hundred thousand dollars; 
and lands in the possession of those who had 
cleared and cultivated extensive tracts, who had 
made valuable improvements, who were in the 
act of perfecting their titles under the government 
of Texas, and who conscientiously believed they 
were in the occupancy of that which had consti- 
tuted a part of the eminent domain of the State. 
And this must have been known to Judge Wat- 
rous, because three of his friends, previously to 
the purchase, had gone on a pilgrimage to spy 
out this mine of wealth. They had traversed 
its verdant fields, surveyed its primeval forests, 
coursed along its refreshing streams, well pleased 
with all they saw; and they must have beheld 
buildings, fences, growing crops, and the smoke 
ascending from many a quiet home, and they 
must have known, without inquiring, that those 
who had thus selected this as their abode would 
not surrender it without a desperate struggle. It 
was then his duty to pause; he should have re- 
membered that he was the sole judge of the Fed- 
eral court in Texas; he should have remembered 
that he was about to vest the legal title in a citi- 
zen of another State whereby th «t jurisdiction of 
his court might be made available; and he should 
have remembered that he was about to oust him- 
self of jurisdiction in all the controversies which 
might arise out of this enormous speculation. 
But this is not all the testimony adduced which 
goes to show that Judge Watrous was well aware 
that the titles to this property were in dispute. 
He stated to some of his friends, before the pur- 
chase, that he was acquainted with the title, and 
that the question involved was the same as that 
in the case of Hancock and McKinney, depend- 
ing in the State courts, and in which he hada 
personal interest; but he had no assurance that 
the decision in that case would be in favor of him- 


self and friends. He knew that the judgment of 
the court would not be of binding authority in 
his court, or in the Supreme Court of the United 
States; and if the decision had been against him 
and his friends, it does not follow that they would 
have submitted to it. 

It has been stated by my learned friend from 
Tennessee, | Mr. Reapy,} in his report, that it is 
not the policy of this Government to grant large 
salaries to judges, and ** that they must live;’’ but 
are we to be told that when Congress fixes the 

| salaries of the judges that it does so with the un- 
derstanding that they shall be permitted to entan- 
gle themselves in litigation, and, in consequence, 
have little or nothing to do? Is that the policy of 
this Government? If it be, it is very poor econ- 
omy. What if the judges of the district courts 
in the new States, and the judges of the supreme 
courts in the Territories were to embark in this 
kind of traffic? Could a more effective blew be 
struck at the administration of justice? Whatif 
the judge recently appointed in New Mexico 
should go about that ‘Territory buying up all the 
doubtful titles he could lay his hands upon: would 
he not be peremptorily dismissed from office ? 
| Itmay be said that this isa solitary case; that it 
| involves only sixty thousand acres of land, valued 
| at only about three hundred thousand dollars by 
the parties themselves; but where is itto stop? Is 
Judge Watrous to be permitted to go on and unite 
with League in all his speculations in Texas until 
he shall become as frequent a suitor in the courts 
| of that State as the latteris? The mischief or the 
offense does not consist in the multitude of cases 
| —thatis but an aggravation; and it is no reply in 
his behalf that he did not design to disqualify 
himself. Where a judge refuses to sit on the trial 
of a list of cases without assigning a reason, he is 
guilty of misbehavior; and if he voluntarily dis- 


qualifies himself from sitting in a large mass of 


litigation, as was done here in the prosecution and 
pursuit of his private speculations, the misbeha- 
vior is equal. 

But, sir, there are graver charges presented 
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| than these. Itis alleged in the memorial of Spen- | 


| cer that Judge Watrous secretly engaged in this 
speculation, intending and designing to sit on the 
trial of the causes which would arise. Whatever 
| may have been:the ultimate design of these par- 

ties, there was strong ground for suspecting that 


such was the motive in its inception of the busi- | 
ness. It will be remembered that Judge Watrous | 


was the first to suggest the propriety of introduc- 
ing a citizen of another State into this specula- 
tion, whereby the jurisdiction of his court might 
become available. 


It will be remembered that the | 


legal title was vested in that citizen alone, who | 


had a far less interest than either League or Judge 
| Watrous. It will be recollected that a deed of 
trust was made, which concealed the interest of 
Judge Watrous, and has not been recorded to this 
day. It will be recollected that a note was given 
jointly by League and Judge Watrous for their 
part of the consideration money, not payable till 
the expiration of five years from its date; and 
it is to be inferred from this that not a cent was 
ever expected to be paid out of the pocket of 
Judge Watrous, but that his liability would be 
discharged out of the proceeds of sale. Mr. 
Spencer swears that, although he attended the 
courts of Galveston and Austin, he never heard 
| of this interest of Judge Watrous until about the 
time the cases were removed to New Orleans for 
trial, which was nearly four years after their in- 
| stitution in his court; and Mr. Taylor, counsel 
for others of the defendants, swears that although 
he has a faint recollection of something having 
transpired in relation to the judge’s interest be- 
fore the cases went from Galveston to Austin, 
still he is satisfied that he could not have known 
of the existence of that interest, otherwise he 


would not have applied for their removal to Aus- | 


tin, for Judge Watrous presided there, and the 
same difficulty would exist. 


It would be a superfluous task to cite other evi- 


dence to establish the fact; but whatever may have 
been the original design, it appears by the evi- 
dence that the ultimate purpose was that these 
' causes should be instituted in Judge Watrous’s 
court, and transferred to the circuit court at New 
Orleans, so that trials before Texas juries would 
be avoided; and that is the point in this part of 
| the case against him. Lapsley, in his letter to 
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League, written in December, 1852—and this does 
not depend on the memory of any one—says: 


*“ These considerations induce me to believe, and so [ 
thought we all agreed, that it would be better to try the cases 
in New Orleans than anywhere else.”’ 

‘ y 6s 

And why? Why “ better?’’ 

the reason why. 


He has declared 
On his examination he swears 
that for the reasons assigned to League in his let- 
ter, and because ‘‘ he wnderstood that there were 
some prejudices against titles of this hind in Tezas, 
and he was afraid to risk the cases before a local 
jury.’ Had Judge Watrous made this confes- 
sion, I apprehend there is not a member of this 
House who would not declare that he ought to 
be impeached; for a deliberate attempt to remove 
these cases from the courts of ‘Texas, to deprive 
the people of Texas of trials before juries of the 
vicinage, to impose upon them the necessity of 
changing their counsel, and all the inconveniences 
and disadvantages and increased expenses, which 
would result from their removal hundreds of miles 
further from their homes and the same distance 
nearer the residence of the other party; and that, 
too, by a judge, and for his own aggrandizement, 
involves a degree of official misconduct which ad- 
mits of no excuse. Such engineering, such a 
wrenching of these causes out of Texas, and out 
of sight of the defendants, was almost enough to 
fill them with despair, and induce them to aban- 
don their defense, however honest it might be, or 
submit to the most ruinous compromises. 

The excuse assigned by Judge Watrous in his 
answer, that the defendants would have the ben- 
efit of the eminent legal ability of Judge Camp- 
bell of the Supreme Court, does not palliate the 
wrong. Did Judge Watrous then know that these 
cases were instituted in his own court for the pur- 
pogg of being removed to New Orleans for trial, 
and that trials before Texan juries might be avoid- 
ed? Thatis the reason assigned by Lapsley, who 
held the legal title; that is the reason assigned by 
the man who became interested in thi®@business 
at Judge Watrous’s suggestion. 

Is the charge brought home to the judge? It 
will be remembered that in a letter which Laps- 
ley wrote to Hughes, instructing him to institute 
these suits, he specially directed him to consult 
Judge Watrous and League in respect to their 
institution. And James Love, the clerk of his 
court and his friend, (and I must say that neither 
Love nor Lapsley nor Frow, nor others of the 
witnesses whom I might name, had any bias 
against Judge Watrous,) testifies that on the 11th 


| ot January, 1851, when he was preparing these 


writs, Judge Wiatrous came: into his office and 
said to him: ** this is my case; you will lose your 
Sees in these cases. They will have to go elsewhere to 
be tried.” And where? Theycould not go into 
the State courts. The circuit courtof the United 
States at New Orleans was the nearest judicial 
district; and they must gothere. It is true, they 
might have gone before a temporary judge, but 
the defendants were not required to agree to a 
proposition to substitute a temporary judge, and 
such a one as would have been named by those 
parties; for it is not to be presumed they would 
name any one who was notentirely acceptable to 
them. ‘T’o impose upon them such an alternative 
as that—that the cases must either go to New 
Orleans or before a temporary judge such as the 
plaintiffs might indicate—was imposing on them 
an equal wrong. It was no wonder that Mr. 
Taylor, as he testifies, when this proposition was 
made, he peremptorily rejected it. Did not Judge 
Watrous know that there was a prejudice exist- 
ing in the minds of certain persons in Texas 
against these old Mexican grants? Lapsley says 
he had been informed that there was. Whether 
there was or not, 1 do not know; but such an 
impression was on the mind of Judge Watrous, 
and it is to be supposed that Lapsley derived his 
information from him, because in his answer filed 
to the memorial he refers to the fact, and he does 
so also in his charge to the jury in the case of 
Ufford and Dykes, which wil! be afterwards re- 
ferred to. 

Now, it is contended in behalf of Judge Wat- 
rous that the cases came into his court without 
his knowledge and without his consent; but he 
made no protest to James Love, the clerk; he 
made none to Hughes, the lawyer who brought 
the suits and who was near at hand; nor did he 
make any to Lapsley that we are advised of. 
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Everything, so far as we know by the testi- 
mony, was entirely acceptable to him. But he 
says that these cases, having thus come into his 
court without his knowledge or consent, an over- 
ruling necessity compelled their transfer to New 
Orleans. But this overruling necessity did not 
exist before he embarked in this speculation, If 
it became a necessity, it was in subservience to 
the prime motive, and to carry along the original 
design conceived at Galveston and matured at 
Selma. It was not an accident. 

{tis also charged against Judge Watrous that 
he sat upon the trial of cases in which he was 
interested in the questions involved. Prominent 
among those cases was that of Ufford vs. Dykes, 
tried in his court in 1855. Ufford claimed, under 
a grant or concession made, or purporting to have 
been made, by the Government of Coahuila and 
Texas, in 1832, of thirty-three leagues of land— 
eleven leagues to each of three parties; and a very 
material and important link in the chain of the 
plaintiff’s tide was an alleged power of attorney 
to sell, said to have been granted, in the year 
1833, by the two Aguirres and Dela Vega. This 
power of attorney was said to have been executed 
by Raphael de Aguirre, José Maria de Aguirre, 
and ‘Thomas de la Vega, the alleged grantees of 
the concession, at Saltillo, in Mexico, and filed 
among the archives there. It appears that a copy 
purports to have been afterwards authenticated 
and acknowledged before Juan Gonzales, regidor 
or alcalde of Salullo,and carried to the land office 
at Austin, where it was filed. 

Now, this power of attorney has since that 
time, and since the trial of one or two of the 
Lapsley suits in New Orleans, been impeached as 
a forgery so far as relates to Raphael de Aguirre 
and Thomas de la Vega. If it be a forgery as 
relates to Raphael de Aguirre, then Uford had 
no right to recover in his suit. And if it be a 
forgery as relates to Thomas de la Vega, Lapsley 
and higgfriends had no right to recover against 
Spencer. ‘The power of attorney having been 
represented to be a forgery, a commission issued 
from the circuit court in New Orleans, to take 
the depositions at Salullo of Thomas de la Vega, 
and the custodian of the archivesatSaltullo. De 
la Vega swears that he never executed the power 
of attorney, and never signed the testimonio; and 
the custodian swears that after dilligent search 


among the records or archives he is unable to find | 


any power of attorney signed by the two Aguirres 
and De la Vega, but he does find a power of at- 
torney signed by José Maria Aguirre alone. 

This case came .on for triakgn the winter of 
1855. Previously a judgmen® by default had 
been taken; and as Mr. Hartley, one of the coun- 
sel for the defendant, was walking in the streets 
of Galveston, Judge Hughes, the attorney for 
Lapsley and his partners, came to him and said, 
‘Judge Watrous called at my office last evening, 
where Mr. League and I were, and said he felt 
very much perplexed concerning this case; he did 
not like to see it go off in that way, and that if 
Mr. Hartley would file an affidavit of a meritori- 
ous defense, he would grant a new trial.”’ 

This suggestion, made by Judge Hughes, who 
was not at that time counsel in the case, and 
coming from Judge Watrous, was adopted, and 
a new trial wasgranted. Hughes 
into the case by Mr. Hartley; and on a conference 
between him and Hartley, Hughes represented 
that the original title was good, and that there 
could be no exception taken to the concession or 
grant, and he insistep that this power of sale 
should not be objected to when the case came on 
fortrial. Mr. Hale, counsel forthe plaintiff, stated, 
when the case came on, that he was unable to 
proceed in consequence of not having proof of the 
execution of the power of attorney to sell. Judge 
Hughes, who carried with him at that time, and 
had previously done so, a copy of the festimonio, 
which he had obtained at the land office in Aus- 


tin, kindly furnished Mr. Hale with it; Mr. Hale | 


was relieved from his embarrassment. Judge 
Hughes having been induced to make no objec- 
tion to this copy of the power of attorney, which 
has been impeached as a forgery, it went in evi- 
dence without objection, and the plainuff gained 
his cause. 

Mr. BRYAN. 
for a moment? 


Mr. CHAPMAN. I prefer to go on and con- 


Will the gentleman yield to me 
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clude what I have to say without interruption. 
When I get through I willhear the gentleman from | 
Texas with great pleasure. Did Judge Hughes | 
know that the title in the Lapsley cases, in which I* 
he was interested, was involved in this case? He 

was consulted by League, Frow and Price, and | 
the others, in regard to this title before the pur- | 
chase was made, and all the title papers were laid 

before him. He had gone to the land office at |) 
Austin and procured this copy of the testimonio | 
to serve him in the Lapsley cases before he was | 
counsel in the case of Ufford vs. Dykes. It is | 
indisputable, then, that Judge Hughes was fully 


aware that Judge Watrous was sitting upon the | 


trial of a cause in which a most material ques- | 
tion, in which he was interested, was involved. 
Now, did Judge Watrous himself know it? I | 
will refer to that portion of the report of the com- 
mittee, which will be found upon page eleven. 
The judge says, in his charge to the jury in this 
case: 
“The grant to Raphael de Aguirre, introduced by the | 
plaintiff, is, on its face, a valid title, and appropriates the 
land described on it. The mesne conveyances down to the 
plaintiffare sufficient to convey the land. tn addition, itap- | 
pears that Samuel M. Williams wasexamined as a witness 
in this case, and among other things, says: ‘I acted as the | 
attorney of Raphael de Aguirre, José Maria de Aguirre, and 
Thomas de la Vega, and held their powers of attorney. Ste- 
phen F. Austin was interested in the grants—that is, the | 
concessions made by the governor of Coahuila and Texas 
to them.’ ”’ 


; 





Here then we have “irrefutable evidence’’ that | 
Judge Watrous was aware that the question was | 
the same as the one involved in the Lapsley suits; | 
and that he knew what the question was in the 
Lapsley suits, is evident from the fact that he 
stated that he knew what the title in that case | 
was, and that the question was the same as in the | 
case of Hancock vs. McKinney, depending in the | 
State courts, in which he had a personal interest. | 

Now, it may be said that the decision in this | 


case settled nothing; that it would not be bind- | 
ing authority, in the State courts, and that it did | 
not confirm his title to the lands which he had | 
pensbones in company with Lapsley and others. 


3ut what was to be the moral effect? Whatwas | 


|| bar of the Senate. 
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bench or vindicates his innocence before the only 
constituted tribunal appointed to decide in such 
rases. If he is innocent, why not demand a trial ? 
If the spots upon his judicial robe have been scat- 
tered there by malice and revenge, why not wash 
them out, now and forever, by the emphatic ver 
dict of ** not guilty,’’ pronounced by the highest 
legal forum in the land? When that occurs, he 
may then say, to employ the quotation he has 
used at the close of his answer: 

* These clouds will break, this storm will pass away, 

And on the evening of his days, will sweet 
Quiet shed its sunset.”’ 

But until then, these clouds will lower over his 
good name. He will be met by, at best, a con- 
flicting public opinion; he will still halt before the 
world with an unsatisfactory indorsement of his 
innocence. 

jut itis for him to decide. I invoke no sur- 
render of his constitutional rights; I do not beg 
him to yield the tithe of a hair. He may, if he 
will, battle every inch of the way this side of the 
Nor do I ask his impeach- 
ment to appease popular clamor; for, if I believed 
that this proceeding had no other and better foun- 
dation to rest upon than baseless clamor, I would 
stand by him with all my firmness, with all my 
zeal, and all my humble ability; for, while | am 
fully impressed with the magnitude of the evils 


,and the calamities which a corrupt judiciary may 


inflict upon a community, I nevertheless enter- 
| tain an equal abhorrence of the prosecution of an 
_innocent man or an upright judge, whose inde- 
| pendent discharge of his duties may excite such 
clamor. 

It has been said by my learned friend from New 
| York, [Mr. Crark,] that probable cause is not 
| sufficient to justify an impeachment. In this I 

differ with him entirely; for I hold that as soon 
,as this House has ascertained the existence of 
| probable cause it would be encroaching upon the 

»srovince of the Senate to go one step beyond it. 
_ The Constitution of the United States provides 
| that the Senate shall have the sole power to try, 
,and this House the sole power to impeach. If 
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the design and purpose? These Lapsley suits || we advance one step beyond the ascertainment 
were then depending in the circuit court of the || and probable cause, we are plunged into the trial, 
United States at New Orleans, or were about to || and we are involved in the inconsistency of try- 
be transferred there. Was it designed to inform || ing a man without having power either to convict 
the defendants in the Lapsley cases that the ques- || or acquit him, and besides, we impose upon him 
tion of their title had come before a court in || the burden of a double trial—a trial here and a 
Texas—their highest tribunal—and there had un- || trial in the Senate. ‘This House bears the same 


| dergone deliberate investigation, and the title af- || relation in the premises to the Senate that a grand 


firmed by that court, and by a jury of their own || jury does to a traverse or petit jury. A grand 
citizens? Was it intended to have aneffect upon || jury is sworn diligently to inquire and true pre- 
the minds of these defendants, to induce them to || sentment make. 
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abandon theirdefense or submit to a ruinous com- 
promise? Ido not pretend to say, but certainly 
it has raised a dark cloud which hangs over this 
whole transaction. Why was it that Judge Wat- 
| rous happened to come into the office of Judge 
Hughes, and to meet League there, a prominent 
actor in this Lapsley case? Why was it that 
Judge Hughes happened to have a copy of that 
testamentio? Why was it that this judgment by 
default, which settled nothing, perplexed Judge 
Watrous? Why was it that Judge Hughes in- 
sisted, with his colleagues, that they should make 
no objection to this power of attorney or the con- 
cessions? And why did Judge Hughes volunteer 
to relieve Mr. Hale of his embarrassment in going 
on with the case, by kindly letting him have it? 
| I shall not denounce Judge Watrous because he 
has thought proper to resist the efforts that have 


| been made to bring him to a trial at the bar of the 


| Senate. This is his right, and he must decide for 
himself; but it seems to me that, after he has been 
called upon by the Legislature of his own State 
to resign; after this House has been appealed to, 
| again and again to impeach him; and after it is 
evident that public confidence in his impartial 
administration of justice is shaken to its foun- 
dation, that he owes it to himself and to his good 
name, that out of respect to the high office that 
| he holds and to the thousands who are interested 
| in the integrity of his court and its wholesome 
| influence, to seek no longer to avoid a trial. He 
| should either demand it or resign; for whatavails 
_ it that this House dismiss the complaints that ever 
| and anon are presented here? Clamor still exists; 
| public confidence, so essential to the judiciary, is 
| not restored; the public mind is not quieted; and 
| it is evident that it will not be until he leaves the 


This House must diligently in- 
| quire and true presentment make. It is true that 
| the body which indicts is not the same which 
impeaches, and the body which tries an indict- 
ment is not the same which tries an impeachment, 
and the offense may not be the same. It is true 
that ordinarily grand juries sit with closed doors 
, and only hear the witnesses produced on the part 
| of the Government; while this House, as in the 
| present instance, in the exercise of its discretion, 
| may eXamine witnesses on both sides; but there 
must be some boundary line marking the powers 
of this House and the powers of the Senate, and 
there is no line to be discerned except the ascer- 
tainment of probable cause. The grownd of ac- 
tion, upon the part of the grand jury and this 
House must be the same, and that is the ascer- 
tainment of probable cause. Such I understand 


to have been the views entertained in the case of 


'| Judge Peck, and the case of Judge Chase, of 
Macclesfield in 1705, in the case of Warren 
Hastings in 1778, and of Lord Melville in 1805. 
Probable cause is such a state of facts and cir- 
cumstances as would induce a cautious man to 
believe that the party charged is guilty of the 
|| offense. 





|| It is not, Mr. Speaker, a question with this 
House whether Judge Watrous be guilty or not. 
That is for the Senate. There may be other evi- 
dence adduced than that which has been produced 
before the committee, which may be exculpatory 
or criminatory. It is not a question with any 
member of this House, whether he would convict 
Judge Watrous upon the evidence produced be- 
fore the committee; because if there be a rational, 
well-founded doubt on his trial before the Senate, 
he will have the benefit of that doubt. If it be 
‘established, then it would be the duty of the 
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